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CHRONOLOGY OF “ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621 ; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Zs 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. > & we Geo. III. ..... : 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt... to 34 Geo. IE) . ae -2 
1066-1760 


Second Series. 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Geo. III. to 40 Gro. III. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 











1760-1800 
a Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Guo. IV. ...... 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) — tna. @ aera at 1821 
Vol. 35 ......... 41 Geo. IIL......... a | — 6—— 7... 3 a ree 1822 
ae adic oat 42 ee won| — 6— 9. 4 a ceeeon 1823 
— 10—141... 5 is ies 1824 
SECOND PARLIAMENT. — 12—138... 6 senna 1825-6 
sie , ) F — 14—15... 7 — secces 1826 
Wel 36 nc..s0ss3 42 Gero. III. ...... 1802-3 
er (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. i ee 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
First Series. a, eee ye 8 os a 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 ee! ieee 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) _. 990 — 21...10 Laie 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gero. III....... 1803-4 — 22 to 25...11 BI naaees 1830 
— $3to 5...45 a eS 1805 
—- 6 & 7...46 —_  eenébat 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol, 1 to 3... 1 Winx. IV....... R 
(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) . ” 1830-1 
Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. IIL...... 1807-8 (TeNTH PARLIAMENT.) 
aie anes cy “maaan ey, Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wit IV. ...... 1831 
So ee 90. 51  Gesess | — OB BO lies 1832 
— 9} — 23...52 ae 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wit. IV....... 1833 
Vol. 24 to 26...58 Guo. IIL... 1819-18) — 22 — 78-5 sees 1834 
— 27 & 28...54 — . 1813-14 
— 99 to 31...55 = . 1814-15 | (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 ee 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wi. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 eS be 1817 | — 31 — 35... 7 a beer 1836 
37 — 38...58 ee 1818{| — 36— 38..8 —  ...... 














iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45 — 50... 2 a ghee 1839 
— §1— 55... 3 a 1840 
— 6—5...4 — (a) 1841 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


. 4 Victorta (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 a 1842 
— 66 — 71... 6 a 1843 
ame GS —— 76... T — sacnes 1844 
— 77 — 82... 8 me sateen 1845 
-—- 83 — 88... 9 — ......1846 
— 89 — 94...10 _— (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

 *. ee 10 Victoria = (b) 1847 
— 96tol01...11 a” apple 1848 

- 102 —107...12 ee Bara 1849 
— 108 —113...13 ae Neuman 1850 
— 114—118...14 ~ er 1851 
— 119--193..15 — (a) 1852 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 123 ......... 15 Victoria  (b) 1852 
~~ 124 to 129...16 a peal 1853 
— 130 —135...17 a  eeeeae 1854 
— 136 —139...18 — pases 1855 
— 140 —143...19 penta 1856 
— 144 ......... os _ (a) 1857 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151...21 a 1858 
— 152 —153...22 -- (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 154 to 155...22 Victoria (b) 1859 
— 156 —160..238 — oo... 1860 | 
— 161 —164...24 ee 1861 | 
— 165 —168...25 — savers 1862 | 
— Ee ee 1863 | 
— 173 —176...27 —~ pawns 1864 
— 177 —180...28 ae Spans 1865 | 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTorIA ...... 1866 
— 185—189..30 — ...... 1867 


— 190 —193...31 — -- 1867-8 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 Victoria ... 1868-9 
— 199 —203...33 7 ere 1870 
-- 204 —208...34 iy 1871 
— 909 —213...36 -— ..,.... 1872 
— Sani. — 2.25 1873 


(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 218 to 221...37 VicTorIA ...... 1874 
—- 3232 —226...38 a re 1875 
— 3237 —331...39 ee ee 1876 

| — 232 —236...40 ae re 1877 
— 237 —242...41 ca hee 1878 
— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
— 250&251...43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
— 257 —26d...44 aaa ein 1881 


~ 6 H..8 — (a) 1882 
— 274&275...45 — (b) 1882 
— 91600985..46 — ...... 1883 
— 906—900..47  — asses 1884 
— 993-—201..48 — 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicToRIA (a) 1886 


(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 VicrorIA  (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 ne 1887 
— 322 —332...51 —— | seiaen 1888 
— 333 —340...52 — gs ane 1889 
— 341 —348...53 — sane 1890 
— 349 —356...54 _ 1890-1 
Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 7 .........56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 -- 1893-4 
— 22— 29...57 ao 1894 
— 30— 35...58 a 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Ve BB cso 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
— 37 to 44...59 --- .-. 1895-6 
— 45 — 52...60 — seeaee 1897 
| -— §3 — 65...61 — sien 1898 
| — 66 — 76...62 — —aadens 1899 
a , ane 63 ao 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 ao” 1900 
| — 84 OS ees 1900 
— 85 — 87...64 —t 1900: 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 88 ......... 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 

(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
yan 1 Epwarp VIL....1901 
— 90to 100 1 == ---1901 
‘Sone 101 1&2 — .-. 1902 
| — 102 to 105 2 --. 1902: 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department tt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JosEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEAcn, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralt tt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland it. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade {t. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOuR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board ’t. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 

First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 





























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEorGE WyYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education ’t. Hon. Sir J. ELDoN Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HvuGu O. ea Esq., M.P. 
fH. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 

Lords of the Treasury-—) Wittiam HAYES Fisumn, Esq., M.P. 

a re 7 T. Kerr, K.C.B. 

: ee eS Rear- Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 

Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear-Admiral A. K. Witson, V.C., C.B. 

capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 








Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. Jesse COLLINGs, M.P. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office*#—Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 

Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 

Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 

Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board J. GRANT LAWSON, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Otfice——Lord STANLEY, M.P 

Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. CArson K.C., M.P. 














vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE -—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.U. 

Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General—His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 

Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 

Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 

Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM. 

Captain Yeomen of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of KINTORE, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O, 

Rt. Hon. Earl HOWE. 

8t. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 

} Rt. Hon. Lord SUFFIELD, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

| Rt. Hon. Lord KENYON. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOUR. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM MurRRAY, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord KInspurGH, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner tt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——CHARLES Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CApoGAn, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Under Secretary ——Rt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 

SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 


Solicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq., K.C. 


17) { Amd 7 Tan A] 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 
Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esgq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——EpWARD HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 
Chief Clerk and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq. 
Senior Clerks 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsrRUTHERS, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk ot the Journals——W. A. Lreicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Commnithens—2. I. Symons JEUNE. Esq. 
Other Clerks ‘W. H. HAMILTON Gorpon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. MCDoNNELL; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. St. JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BippuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, 
a ; C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; and A, TENNYSON, 
Sq. 
Accountant G. FULKEs, Esq. 
Copyist Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. LocKeE, 
J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT, G. T. PHILIP. 
Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 
Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. ButLer, Esq. 
Attendant——Mr. W. WoRFELL. 
Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—B. H. FELL, Esq. 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BippuLPH, G.C.B. 
Yeoman Usher— Captain T. D. BUTLER. 
Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 
Resident Sugerintendent——J. K. WILLIAMS Esq 








| 
Lords-in- W aiting—— 





it. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLFIGH. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLacott, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. So~mMAN, J. B. ForsyTH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T. KENpRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer ow me ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 

















PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir CoURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.LE. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GisBons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SoMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks ——F. St. GEORGE Tuprer, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esu. ; 
L. 'T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIrFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR { DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; Horace WEstT, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Buu, Esq.; F. R. WittramMs Wywn, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonpb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks fy C. Dawkrys, Esq. ; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq. ;_R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scort PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIpBons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE. Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant W. H. ErRsKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANbDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. Lockton, Esq. 

Referee of Private Killah——ALFRED BoNHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. b 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. Campion, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk ——B. H. FELL, Esa. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk H. A. M. Ku.uick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks Puivip Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 2 er 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 





















































Printers—— 
Journals G. E. BRIscoE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes J. b. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Postmaster——Mr. EpMuND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr, J. GLYNN. 





Oftice Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FrELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, J. ARMSTRONG, 
J. Woopwarp, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers: Mr. W. Witson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Ottice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (1st Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. Robertson, Mr 
J. ‘its, Mr. J. SpRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. : 

Messengers (2nd Class)——Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. : , 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistans——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY 
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TABLE OF CONTENTS 


TO 


VOLUME CV. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1902 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 147TH Marcu, 1902. 


OrFice OF Lord GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Committee for Privileges met. Counsel 
further heard on behalf of the Marquess of Cholmondeley and the Earl 
Carrington. The Attorney General heard to open the case on behalf of the 
Crown. Committee adjourned to Monday next a oie <a 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Caterham and District Gas Bill [1.1..]—-Reported with Amendments 


Wrexham Water Bill [1.1.|—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ais és wide sed on oe ee ron 


Birmingham Assay Office Bill | 1.L.]; Swansea Corporation Water Bill [1.1.] ; 
Darley Dale Water Bill [.1.] ; Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corpora- 
tions (Alma Bridge, &c.) Bill [H.L.]; Lincoln and East Coast Railway and 
Dock (Abandonment) Bill.—Committee to meet on Tuesday next 


Devonport Water Bill [1...]—Report from the Select Committee, That it is 
not expedient to proceed turther with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ris 


Donegal Railway Bill [1.L.]|—Read 2* (according to order) 


Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company Bill !u.1.]; Birmingham 
Corporation Water Bill [1.L.|—Read 3* and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill; Military Lands Provisional 
Orders (No. 1) Bill—Brought from the Commons. Read 1* ; to be printed, 
and referred to the Examiners ius me ‘as ses 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.L.]—Amendments 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Ie 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILLS :— REM! 


Ordered, That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a Second Time after Thursday the 19th day of June next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill originating in this House 
shall be read a First Time after Tuesday the 6th day of May next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of 


Commons shall be read a Second Time after Thursday the 19th day of June 
next. 


That when a Bill shall have passed this House with Amendments these 
orders shall not apply to any new Bill sent up from the House of Commons 
which the Chairman of Committees shall report to the House is substantially 
the same as the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any petition for a Private Bill later than 
Tuesday the 6th day of May next, unless such Private Bill shall have been 
approved by the High Court of Justice ; nor any petition for a Private Bill 
approved by the High Court of Justice after Friday the 9th day of May 
next. 

That this House will not receive any report from the Judges upon 
petitions presented to this House for Private Bills after Friday the 9th day of 
May next. 


Ordered, that the said Orders be printed and published, and affixed on 


the doors of this House and Westminster Hall. (No. 31.) i oe 3 The 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. A - 
COLONIES (ANNUAL).——No. 349. British Guiana: Report for 1900-1901 3 
PATENTS Acts.—Note by the Solicitor General on the Report of the Committee | 
ee ie ae Trades ‘ a aye £ the Patents Lo 
appointed hy the Board of Trade to inquire into the working of the Patents 
Acts on certain specified questions. : 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... yen wee 3 
CHURCH TEMPORALITIES (IRELAND).—Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General upon the account of the Irish Land Commission in respect of Church 
Temporalities in Ireland, for the year ended 31st March, 1901 ; together 
with the account for the above period, and that from 26th July, 1869 (the 
date of the Irish Church Act) to 31st March, 1901 ad 4 
SUPERANNUATION.-—-Treasury Minute, dated 11th March, 1902, declaring that 
John Roper Norrish, chief clerk and cashier, His Majesty’s Consulate, 
Alexandria, was appointed without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of his Department. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 4 
ILLEGAL SALE oF Copyricut Music. 
Lord Newton nets { 
Viscount Knutsford... ots nite ae 6 
The Lord Chancellor (the Eurl of Halsbury) 7 L 
Lord Windsor ; es es ree 8 
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REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN WESTERN NORTH AMERICA. 


Lord Ribblesdale ... oxé va A ne A — was 


Moved, “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a 
Return of the number of horses purchased for His Majesty’s Government 
in the Western States of North America up to the 31st of January, 
1902.” —(The Lord Ribblesdale.) 


The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 

Lord Tweedmouth ... 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Afr (the Marques ‘8 of Kanade nne) 
Lord Ribblesdale ... dis fe 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes past Five o'clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 1l4ta MARCH, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


Tue CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill [By Orper.|—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.) ... 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.).. ve 
Mr. Corrie Grant (JI “urwieks shire, “Ttughy) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ae 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


Ordered, that it be an Instruction to the Committee on the London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill, in Clause 43, page 25, line 26, after the 
word “tuberculosis,” to insert the words “in persons residing within 
the county ” ; in Clause 43, page 25, line 30, after the words “ provided 
that,” to leave out the word “ the.”-—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill [By Orper}. 
Read a second time and committed. 
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Motion made and question proposed, “That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the London County Council (Subways and Tramways) 
Bill to omit part II.”—(Mr. Banbury.) 


Question put and agreed to 


London County Council (Electric Supply) Bill [By Orper].—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.) 

Mr, Lough (Islington, W.) 

Capt. Jessel (St. Paneras, 8.) ... 
Mr, Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Capt. Jessel.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

The President of the Board of Trade e (Mi Gerald | Balfour, Leeds C en ral 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . , 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N. ) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 143. (Division List No 78.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Leyland and Farington Gas Bill. 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill. 
North Eastern Railway Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL OrpDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied Ww ith, viz : 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ... 
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South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill.—Petition for additional 


Provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Broadstairs Gas Bill; Bromley Gas Bill ; Limpfield and Oxted Water Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed ae sa ov soe —_ oe 


Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Bill; East 
Worcestershire Water Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time eee 


Fareham Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; an Amendment made : Bill to 
be read the third time ... re we ae ee sie ye eek 


North Warwickshire Water Bill. As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time ... is aoe ce sie am 


PrivATE Bitts (Group E).—-Mr. Caine reported from the Committee on Group 
E of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Monday next at half-past Eleven of the clock 


Report to lie upon the Table ... oes 


Commercial Gas Bill.__Keported with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed oan se be ne ee a 


LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Cirencester, 
Daventry (Rural), Oldbury, Ramsgate, Rotherham, Scarborough, and 
Southampton, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. 
Walter Long 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Cirencester, 
Daventry (Rural), Oldbury, Ramsgate, Rotherham, Scarborough, and 
Southampton,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be ‘referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. { Bill 123] 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BiLL.—Petition from Westhoughton, in favour, to 
lie upon the Table ws ; 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion.—Petition from maniencitiaal for alteration ce” Law ; 
to lie upon the Table se ses ed 


FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Paisley, 
Edinburgh, and Beith, St. Inans ; to lie upon the Table a 


LICENSING BiLL.—Petitions in favour ; From West Norwood, Tongham, Preston, 
and West Kent ; to lie upon the Table 





MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BriLut.—Petition from Elham, 


against ; to lie upon the Table... 





MINES (EIGHT — Bitt—Petition from eit chine in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ne and awa Me a 
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PusLic Houses (Hours oF CLosinc) (ScoTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Bi_u.—Petitions in favour : From Charlestown ; Gullane ; Largo ; Eccle- 
fechan ; Strathkinness ; Strathmiglo ; Edinburgh (three); Paisley (two) ; 
Tweedmouth ; Pultenytown; Wick (three); Dundee (three); Glasgow 
(two); Alloa, Grantully, Greenock; Auchterarder; Pitlochry; Kelso : 
Alyth; New Scone; Stranraer (two); Cummertrees; Brechin (two) ; 
Monifieth ; and Perth ; to lie upon the Table a ff ie ect 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.— Petitions against establishment : 
From Greenock, and Helensburgh ; to lie upon the Table * 


Waces BoarDs BiLL.—Petitions from Personal Rights Association, against : 
to lie upon the Table i - ~ be “ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES).—Annual Aecount presented, for the year 1900— 
1901, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 101]... : 


Army (CLoTHING Factory).—Annual Account presented, of the Royal Army 
Clothing Factory for the year 1900-1901, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 102.]... jus one ese bes os on 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—-Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated 
11th March, 1902, declaring that John Roper Norrish, Chief Clerk and 
Cashier, His Majesty’s Consulate, Alexandria, was appointed without a 
Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ne oss ne 


PATENT Acts.—Copy presented of Note by the Solicitor General on the 
Report of the Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to inquire into 
the working of the Patent Acts on certain specified questions [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ... son ons son nen we a 


East InpIA (CASE or Mr. A. P. PENNELL).—Copy presented of correspon- 
dence relating to the removal of Mr. A. P. Pennell from the Indian Civil 
Service [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table eee 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—-Copy presented of Report No. 349 
(British —— Annual —_ of 1900- wigs Lhy sass rial to lie 
upon the Table . eee tee ‘ as 


NAVAL MANa@UvRES (1900).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
17th January; Sir Charles Dilke|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 103.] ... o see aos ove we enh sea 


NAVAL MAN@UVRES _(1901).— Return presented, relative thereto — 
17th January; Sir Charles inigiadl to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. |No. 104.] ‘ ei abe see ane 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular iis Annual Series, No. 2749 [by acetonaae jk to lie lar the 
Table... eee ‘ 
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Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House— 


1. Church Temporalities (Ireland).—Copy of Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General upon the Account of the Irish Land Com- 
mission in respect of Church Temporalities in Ireland for the year 
ended 31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 105.] . 


2. Irish Land Commission (Account).—Copy of Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General upon the Account of the Irish Land 
Commission for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by — to be 
printed. [No. 106.] ag ‘ 





East INnpIA (Oprum).—Address for “ Return of Correspondence as to a Memorial 
from the Society for the Suppression of the Opium Trade, dated December, 
1901.”—(Mr. John Gordon)... ea iiss pes = 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WArR—LorpD KITCHENER’S BANISHMENT PROCLAMATION.— 
Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, The Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... bse oes mn 


BURNING OF DELAREY’s FARMHOUSE.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick... ees ae Res oe re ae - 


LORD METHUEN’S REVERSE. es Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. ae Re we ad 1 oa “i 


RELEASE OF LorRD METHUEN.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ca os one i on 


EXECUTION OF COMMANDANT SCHEEPERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) a an mals aN es 


REMOUNTS—SPALDING Horses.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding); Answer, The Financial renamed to the War Oftice (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. as we nae =e oi 


BRIGADE OF GUARDS.—Question, Lord pong — ean caaani 
Biggleswade) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ER : ois 


Horse SHOE NaAiL ContrRAct.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... ne ne sie wk as wi mi ‘es 





YEOMANRY REsE . Charles Allen eenananiaide es 
Answer, Lord ag ; Be 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY COMMITTEE—PAY FOR SURPLUS CLOTHING STORES. 
Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Meat ConTracts.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... 
GUNBOATS ON THE SCOTTISH AND Irish CoaAsts.—Question, Mr. Cathcart 


Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, The sien to the Admiralty 
~vaa!(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) —... ‘ LA! 
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NAVAL PENstIoNS—CaAseE OF EpWArD St. GEORGE. ation Mr. Roche 
(Galway, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ae ; ia san 


Cape GUARDAFUI AND SocoTRa—LIGHTING.—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) and Sir James Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.); Answers, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Waima ARBITRATION.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... 


ANGLO-JAPANESE TREATY.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolv erhampton, 8.) and 
Mr. O'Mara senmeai 8.) Answers, Lord Cranborne and Mr. J. 
Chamberlain... - net bis ae a 


CANADIAN Marit Contracts.—Question, Mr. Caldwell Jieeuenaaaiin ean 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ie } . = 


Duty ON FoREIGN CHOCOLATE.—Question, Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Re-HovusinG OF THE WORKING CLAssEs.—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
(Montgomeryshire); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


WorKHOUSE Master's ACCOUNTS.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, W.) 


SHEEP ScaB.—Questions, Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) and Major Rasch (Essex, 
Chelmsford) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) a ne ee ae Se) hye 


({LANDERS.—Question, Mr. Hardy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Civi, SERVICE VOLUNTEERS—SPECIAL LEAVE FOR CAMP ATTENDANCE.— 
Question, Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, Lowestoft) ; Answer, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr, Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, E.) 


WomEN CLERKSHIPS IN THE Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Edward Barry 
(Cork County, $.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain Mes sa Se 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY—-MARCONI'S SysTEM IN CAPE CoLony.—Question, 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 
ConpiTion OF IRisH LABouRING CLASSES.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork 
County, Mid) ; Answer, The Chief Secretar v for Ireland se Wyndham, 
Dover) - , ; 


CLONMOYLE LABOURERS’ CoTTAGE SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... son aie a eee ivs oe ee 


WrEN AND STOKES Estate, Co. Kerry.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) ; Answer, } Mr. W yndham aes se nee 


Richmond Hosprrat, DvuBLin.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 
Green) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ in mis - ole 
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LONGFORD AND GRANARD UNION CoTTAGE SCHEMES. eatin Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... o eve 
GRANARD UNIoN.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Roya Boranic GARDEN, GLASNEVIN. i scttacal Mr. pid —— ne. 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ase a 


Fintay’s Estate, Co. CAvan.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ poe a a on os i 


FORESHORE RIGHTS ON THE Stoney Estate, Co. Mayo.—Questions, Dr. 
Ambrose (Mayo, W.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Dromore R1i0T.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, The icaniatied 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) see 


Cavan Poxice Force.—Question, Mr. M’Govern; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


- IntsH Harzours or ReFuGE —Question, Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) ; 


Answer, The President of the Board of Trade — Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) .. _ 


Loncrorp Mait DELAys.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain abs one sc wes pa i wea aes 


ROsSCARBERY PARCELS Post.—Question, Mr. Edward mitted etn ieee 8. )3 : 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


DuBLin BoaRD OF AGRICULTURE—NEW BvuILDINGs.—Questions, Mr. Mooney, 
Mr. T. M. Healy, and Mr. saath ema me pens Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 


CLERICAL POVERTY—SUGGESTED COMMITTEE ON CHURCH OF ENGLAND EN- 
DOWMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Humphreys-Owen ; Answers, The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill—Order for 
Second Reading upon Tuesday next read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 
Leave given to present another Bill instead thereof.—(Mr. M’Kenna.) 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment (No. 2) Bill. — “To 
amend the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897,” presented accordingly, 
and read for the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 124. ] we an en 


Midwives Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee 
on law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 107.] 


Minutes of the proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
107.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 125.] oe 
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NEW BILL. 


WorRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT (1897) AMENDMENT (No. 3).—Bill to amend 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Joseph Walton, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Pickard, Mr. 
Thomas Bayley, Mr. Caine, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Emmott, and Mr. er anean 

=nnNW 

Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment (No. 3) Bill. — “To 
amend the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time ast saints 15th —— 
and to be printed. | Bill 126.] ‘ 


SUPPLY. 
Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Ir1sH CONGESTED Districts BoARD. 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) 
Mr, T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, the beneficial 
working of the Irish Congested Districts Board is marred bythe slow- 
ness and partial character of its operations, by its entire failure to ex- 
tend any benefits to many districts scheduled as congested, and by 
the character of recent appointments to the Board; and that the en- 
tire question of the congested districts demands the immediate atten- 
tion of the Executive Government.”—(Mr. Lundon.) 





Question proposed—* That the words proposed to be left out stand"part of 
the Question.” 


Dr. Ambrose (Mauo, W.) . se 

Mr. Thomas O' Donnell (Karvy, Ww.) 

Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, S.) 

Mr. Conor O Kelly (Mayo, ' * ae ai 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. I} ryndihane, Deer vas 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ae 

Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ... 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 

Mr. O' Malley (Galway, Connemara) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) — ... re 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8. ). - 

Mr. Gilhooly (Cork, N.) 

Mr. Murphy (Kerry, £.) ... 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) 
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Question put. 


Page 


The House divided :—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 79.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


SANITARY CONDITION OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) er asi hea ae 
The First Commissioner of WV ‘orks (ar. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 

55 Augustines) ... te dnd nies > Jo 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) ons aie ro bc ... 119 


Question put, and agreed to. 
SuppLty.—Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


Crvit Service Estimates, 1902-3.—Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now 
55 adjourn,” (Mr. A. J. Balfour), put and agreed to. ‘is . 120 





* Adjourned at half after Eleven o'clock till Meniey next. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 17TH MARCH, 1902. 
OrFIcE OF Lord GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Committee for Privileges met : The 
Attorney General further heard on behalf of the Crown, Counsel for the 
Earl of Ancaster heard in reply: Committee adjourned until Tomorrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock ... es are a $e oe ea — 
OFFICE OF LorD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Joint Petition of Gilbert Henry Earl 
of Ancaster, George Henry Hugh Marquess of Cholmondeley, and Charles 
Robert Earl Carrington, praying for leave to put in evidence or refer at the 
65 hearing of their petitions in the » above case to the documents mentioned in 
68 the schedule to the petition, notwithstanding that they are not mentioned 
70 in the digest of documents ; read, and teferred to the Committee for 
m4 Privileges ue Pe bee ase ms ons Ke me .. 121 
1 BARon FFrRENCH.—Petition of Charles Austin Thomas Robert John Joseph 
84 Ffrench Baron Ffrench of Castle Ffrench, in the county of Galway, in the 
87 a of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representa- 
92 tive Peers for Ireland ; read, “and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
94 consider and report thereupon to the House aia iis Xs — 
96 
99 PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
101 
105 The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
106 ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
107 further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 


. plied with :-— 


b2 











xx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 17.) 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power. 
Wadhurst Gas. 

Abercarn Urban District Gas. 

Sutton Bridge Dock [H.L.]. 

Birmingham and Midland Tramways [H.L.]. 
Hastings Tramways [H.L.]. 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :— 
London United Tramways. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... ant soe ini ove 


Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill (u.L.].—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 
The order made on the 10th instant discharged and the Bill committed .. 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [u.L.] ; Tyne Improvement 
Commission Bill [H.L.|—Read 3* and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Broadstairs Gas Bill; Bromley Gas Bill; Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill ” adi —Read 3 
(according to order), and passed and sent to the Commons... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND).—Return showing. 

I. The expenditure from the grant for public education in Scotland in 
the year 1901 upon annual granta to State-aided schools. 

II. Statistics of day schools in receipt of annual grants under the code, 
for the year ended 31st August, 1901. 

III. Statistics of evening continuation classes in receipt of grant under 
the evening continuation school code, for the year ended 30th 
September, 1901 we oe one ie 


TRADE Reports.—Annual Series. 
No. 2748, Germany, Estimates for the year 1902. 
No. 2749, United States, Portland (Maine). 


CuinA, No. 1 (1902).—Correspondence respecting the affairs of China (in con- 
tinuation of China, No. 6 (1901) (Cd. 675.}) eee eee eve 


SoutH Arrica.—Further papers relating to the working of the refugee camps 
in South Africa (in continuation of id. 934], February 1902 ove oe 


InpIA (CASE OF Mr. A. P. PENNELL).—Correspondence relating to the removal 
of Mr. A. P. Pennell from the Indian Civil Service “s eae ove 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND CANAL STATISTICS aeeiees —Report for December, 
1901 eee eee eee eee eee ee eee eee eee 


War IN Soutn Arrica (MEat Contracts).—Conditions of contract with the 
Imperial Cold Storage and Supply Company, Limited, for meat supply to 
troops in South Africa. 


Presented [by command], and ordered to lie on the Table eee ove 
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MARTIAL Law IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Earl Spencer ove ove oe eee ous * nb .-. 1293 


Moved, That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for papers 
referring to the exercise of martial law by the officers of His Majesty’s 
Military Forces in Cape Colony or in Natal over civilian subjects of 
His Majesty, including returns of — 


1. The number of cases of civilian subjects of His Majesty tried by 
courts-martial in the Cape Colony and Natal. 


2. The number of members constituting each court, with their military 
rank, and stating what number (if any) were civilians. 


3. The places where the courts sat. 
4. The sentences passed by the courts. 
5. Any alterations of the sentences made by the Executive. (The Earl 


Spencer.) 
Lord Coleridge coe ron Pas ie ..- 130 
The Lord Chancellor (the Earl of Heasbery) jt int aS ... 136 
The Earl of Rosebery... oe aes mee _ . 144 
Lord Davey one — | 
The Prime Minister and Lord d Pring Seal ( the he Marques gi Salisury .. 152 
Earl Spencer ese .» 155 


On question, resolved in the negative. 


NEW BILL. 
Musical Copyright Bill fi .L.}—A Bill to amend the law relating to musical 
rat) was es by the Lord Monkswell ; read1* ; and to be _— 
No. 34.) 4 156 


House adjourned at Five Minutes to Seven o'clock, till Tomorrow, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 17TH MARCH, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS. —The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means... 156 


IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. JOHN O’DoNNELL—CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) Act (1887)—ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER).— 
Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House that he had received a letter relating 
to the imprisonment of Mr. John O’Donnell.. a ja sine i: aa 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bits (STANDING ORDER 62 ComMPLIED WItTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Pétitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Great Central Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PrivaTE Bits [Lorps] (No STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, no Standing Orders not previously inquired into are applicable, 
viz. :— 


Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill cae 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 


London United Tramways. 
Ordered, That the — be referred to the Select Committee on weaneiaee 
Orders 5 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill. —Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Southport and Cheshire Lines Extension Railway 
Transfer) Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; W ateseaian and 
Bow Railway Bill. Read a second time, and committed 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill.—Newport Cor- 
poration Bill; Omagh Urban District Gas Bill; Reading Gas Bill. As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time — <a eis 


Local Government (Ireland) oe one om. sad Bill.—Read a 


second time, and committed 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An 
Act to increase the nominal amount of the existing share capital of the 
Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company, Limited; and to convert 
the shares of the company into stock; and for other purposes.” [Liver 
pool Grain Storage and Transit Company Bill (Lords). } 


And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for cmenting the time limited by 
the Birmingham Corporation Water Act, 1892, for the construction of 
certain of the works authorised by the said Act, and for amending certain 
provisions of the said Act, and for empowering the Corporation of Bir- 
mingham to acquire additional lands for the purposes of the said Act ; and 
for other purposes.” [Birmingham Corporation Water Bill (Lords). ] 


— Grain ering and Transit airy ng | Bill [Lorps] ; Birmingham 
orporation Water Bill [Lorps]—Read the first nani and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 
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PETITIONS, 
CoAL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Oldham ; 


Bagillt ; Buckley; Coedmoeth; McLaren (No. 1); Ebbw Vale; and 
Bedwellty Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ... “ as sos nish 


ELEMENTARY EpucATION.—Petitions for alteration of law: From Waterhouse ; 
and Colne (two) ; to lie upon the Table one ; 


Famun-W aren, FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From Paisley 
: (two); Edinburgh ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table ok 





LICENSING BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Cinderford ; viraeatd sae 
Auckland ; Deal; and Barrow ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from 
Rochester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MIDWIvEs BiLL.—Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Mines (EicHr Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Bower; Oldham ; 
Buckley ; Bagillt; Maerdy; New Duffryn; Tynewydd; Plass; Ebbw 
Vale; New Tredegar _ 2)3 Bedw ellty ; : and Coedmoeth Collieries ; to lie 
upon the Table . 


Pustic Houses (Hours Or Ciostne) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Edinburgh (two); Glasgow (two) ; 
Paisley ; Biggar; Bettyhill; Dalkeith; Invergordon; Hill of Fearn; 
Calton ; Montrose ; Tarbert ; Airdrie; Edinburgh; and Orphir; to lie 
upon the Table . oles wae on ae on ee bd 


RatinG or LAND VALUES.—Petitions for amie From Anstruther Easter ; 
and Kilrenny ; to lie upon the Table .. ose 


RomaN CATHOLIC UNIversity IN IRELAND.— Petitions against establishment : 
From Stirling ; Dundee ; and Kilmarnock ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BANKING, RAILWAY AND CANAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented of 
Report on the Banking, Railway, and Canal Statistics of Ireland for the 
half-year ne 31st December, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... rae ais a ane oe ate 


Epucation (ScoTLanD).—Copy presented of Return showing the expenditure 
from the Grant for Public Education in Scotland in the year 1901 upon 
Annual Grants to State-aided Schools ; Statistics of Day Schools in receipt 
of Annual Grants under the Code, for ‘the year ending ‘31st August, 1901 ; 

and Statistics of Evening Continuation Schools in receipt of Grant under 
the Evening Continuation School Code, for the year itil 30th sedapaatatie 
1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Sout Arrica (Meat Contracts).—Copy presented of Conditions of Contrac. 
with the Imperial Cold Storage and Supply Company, Limited, for Meat 
Supply to Troops in South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 
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Sour Arrica.—Copy presented of further Papers relating to the Working of 
the Refugee Camps in South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Cutna (No. 1, 1902).—Copy presented of Correspondence respecting the affairs 
of China (in continuation of China (No. 6, 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table pon ove ose ae we ose eos ove eee 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2748 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table : ose ove eve oes aoe ose ove ove eee 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


Buitpine Socreties.—Copy of Seventh Annual Report by the Chief 
a of Friendly Societies of the Proceedings of the Registrars 
un i the Building Societies Acts, &c. [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN War—LorD METHUEN’s MounTED TROoPS.—Questions, 
Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) and Col. Welby (Taunton); Answers, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ow 


SourH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY—DEFICIENCY OF HorsEs. — Question, 
Capt. Norton; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) _ ... wie ons oe we ene 


ENTERIC FEVER.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick oad ie pom je one oie on om 


DIsEASE AMONG THE TROOPS—SPECIAL SANITARY INQUIRY.—Question, 
Sir Walter Foster ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ose ese sn in 


Repuction or Horse PurcHASEsS IN 1900.—Question, Capt. Norton; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... is ae aa ao eis ane ase 


REGISTERED Horses AT OUTBREAK OF THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ove ee 


MILITARY CANTEENS.—Question, Mr. Joseph Howard (Middlesex, Totten- 
ham); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ... aa =e was i nae 


Munitta RecruitiInc 1N IRELAND—AGE Limit.—Question, Mr. Hammond 
(Carlow) ; Answer, Lord Stanley oo ii aes se Ste sen 


Navy RaTions—ConDEMNED SALT BEEF AT MALTA.—Question, Capt. Norton ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


SUBSIDISED CANADIAN PaciFic STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanark- 
shire, Mid) ; Answer, Mr, Arnold-Forster in we ° : 


Carro Fox-HuntTiInG AFFAIR—MR. WILFRID BLUNT’s MEMORIAL.—Question, 
Mr. J ohn Redmond, tee wes ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester)... one ous abe ons 
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CONSTANTINOPLE DISTURBANCES OF 1896. ieee Mr. Stevenson ames 
Eye) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne one - ‘ , .. 167 
CRETE—INTERNATIONAL GARRISONS.—Question, Mr. Stevenson ; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne - non — — - ion iol 167 
BETHESDA Riots—Cost or Minirary AID TO THE CiviL PowER.—Questions, 
Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil); Answers, Lord Stanley and The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .- 168 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND LINE—CoMPLAINTS.—Question, Mr. Ernest 
Gray (West Ham, N.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade - 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ial on 168 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—PREFERENTIAL Goops RATES.—Questions, Major 
Rasch and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour 169 


MILK-BLENDED BuTTER.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 170 


ACQUIREMENT OF WATER UNDERTAKINGS BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES.—Question, 
Mr. Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ; Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) . ov one 170 


SUBSIDISED Mar STEAMSHIP Lines—TuHE “ ErruRIA.”—Question, Mr. Norman 
(Wolverhampton, 8.); Answer, The Financial a» to the emged 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ons 17k 


Post OFFICE GurIDE.—Question, Mr. Martin nhemanniiie anna ‘ 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... Re Be nike cas | Ee 


LonpoNn To AUSTRALIA Matt SERvICES.—Question, Mr. Caldwell; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain i we was do ‘ike én us BE 


VACCINATION ORDERS IN GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government 


Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) and ose ion See 
RoscoMMON LICENSING SEssIONS.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly 2 mam N. )s 

Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 173 
IRtIsH INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. — Question, Mr. William Johnston 

(Belfast, S.); Mr. Wyndham ... BF: uke pa ies ane ... 174 
FoRESTRY IN County KeErry. eater Mr. Patrick O’Brien ne: ‘ 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ ' “ on 174 
TARBERT TOURIST SERVICE. ee - Mr. Cee ianiaies W)); 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham ne = 174 
Rock ANncus LIGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Samuel si sep E); came 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... eed - ae 175 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirlin, 
Burghs), Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), Mr. Dillon, an 
Mr. Ernest Gray ; Answers, The First Lord of the aerieeiniae A.J. sonama 
Manchester, E.), and Mr. Walter Long ss 176 
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Pusiic Orrices (DUBLIN) [ADVANCES].—Committee to consider of authorising 
the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums as may be required 
for the purposes of any Act of the present session for the acquisition of 
certain land in Dublin and for the erection and equipment of a Royal 
College of Science and other buildings for the public service, and of author- 
ising “the Treasury to borrow money by. means. of terminable annuities, 
such annuities to be paid out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, and 
if those moneys are insufficient, out of the Consolidated Fund (King’s 
Recommendation signified), tomorrow.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Trade Unions Bill.—Order for Second ‘a — mae read, and 
discharged 


Bill withdrawn. 


New Writ.—New Writ for the Borough of Wakefield in the room of William 
Charles De Mure Fitzwilliam, commonly called Viscount Milton, now Earl 
Fitzwilliam, called up to the House of Peers. —(Sir William W ‘alrond.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOvuSE. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That Tomorrow the proceedings on 
the Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill and on the adjourned Debate on 
Contracts for the Army in South Africa have precedence of all other 
business, including Business of the House (Rules of Procedure).”— 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of _— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lancashire, Mid)... - 
Str H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
Mr. Bell (Derby) .. vee 

Mr. John Redmond (Wate ford) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 237 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 80.) 
Consolidated Fund - * =. —Read a second sis and committed for 


tomorrow. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—REMOUNTS AND OTHER ConrTracts.—{First Day’s 
Debate. ] 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into all contracts and purchases made by or on 
behalf of the Government for His Majesty’s forces in South Africa in 
respect of remounts, meat, forage, freights, and transport.”—(Sir Henry 
Campbell- Bannerman.) 


Mr. Labouchere (Northampton)... 

The Secretary of State for War = Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
‘Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ‘ 

Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) ; 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 

Mr. Hogg (Sussex, Eastbourne)... 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) . 
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Mr. Kenneth Balfour (Christchurch) 00 oie ane ie ... 256 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) me oes na _ we 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham.) sue ons so0 a 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) an ose oie ose on. ee 
Major Seeley (Isle of Wight) sie ae sad én wee in, aa 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... pen ead ed pare ... 286 


Debate adjourned till Tomorrow.: 


labour Bureaux London Bill.—Order read for resuming adjourned debate on 
Question [27th February], “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


bo 
OR 
~I 


Bill read a second time and committed for Monday next 


NEW BILL. 


fruDE MARrKS.—Bill to amend and consolidate the Law relating to Trade Marks, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Butcher, Mr. Bond, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Kearley, 
Mr. Kimber, Mr. Field, Mr. M’Kenna, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Warr, Mr. Yoxall, 
and Lord Henry Bentinck. 









e Marks Bill.—‘“ To amend and consolidate the Law relating to Trade 
Marks,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 128.]_ ... oon ... 288 


QUSING OF THE WorRKING CLASSES.—Lords Message [3rd March], relating to 
the appointment of a Joint Committee on the housing of the working 
classes, read, and considered. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of seven Members be appointed to join 
with a Committee to be appointed by the Lords to consider the Standing 
Orders relating to houses occupied by persons of the labouring class, and the 
clauses usually inserted in Private and Local Bills and Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bills in pursuance thereof ; and to report whether any Amend- 
ments should be made in such Standing Orders and Clauses, and especially 
whether any, and what, provision should be made for better securing the 
re-housing of all persons of the labouring class who may be displaced in 
connection with the undertakings to which the Bills relate, whether displaced 
under the powers given by the Bills or otherwise. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 
Ordered, That three be the quorum of the Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 288 


. Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 18TH MARCH, 1902. 


ICE OF LorD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Committee for Privileges met ; 
Counsel for the Earl of Ancaster further heard in reply : Counsel for the 
Duke of Atholl heard in reply : Counsel for the Marquess of Cholmondeley 
and the Earl Carrington heard in reply: The Attorney General heard in 
reply : Committee adjourned sine die... arn wie sos ae o-e ©6389 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with—Military Soul Provisional Order (No. 1). The same was 
ordered to lie on the Table... ase eas one ooo ° 


London and South-Western Railway Bill [H.1.]—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Isle of Wight we wreak — ia L. ]. pee with an Amend- 
ment eee ee eee oee ece 

Darley Dale Water Bill [u. 1; Swansea Corporation Water Bill [x. 1 
Birmingham Assay Office Bill [x. x}; Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield 
Corporations (Alma Bridge, ete.) Bill [H.L.].—Reported with Amendments 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and aa ieuamenmeael = 
Reported, without Amendment se . 


Rossendale heseesy Tramways Bill [...]—Committed: The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ine - on oon 


Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [u.1.]; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [u.L.] ; Caterham and District Gas as Bil [ [H.L. + —Read 3* and 
passed, and sent to ‘the Commons aad “e é ~ 


Brighton and Rottingdean Seashore Electric Tramroad Bill; East 
Worcestershire Water Bill; Fareham Gas Bill; North Warwickshire 
Water Bill. a from the Commons ; read 1° ; and referred to the 
Examiners i si di pa ooo 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpucaTIoN (ScCOTLAND).—Reports and papers aaa to the training of 
teachers, for the year 1900-1901 ooo ove eee eee eee 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND).—Forty- 
seventh Annual "Report of the Registrar General in Scotland for the = 
1901, and Thirty-seventh Annual Report on Vaccination 


Potice (ScoTLAND).—Forty-fourth Annual Report of His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Constabulary for Scotland for the year ended 31st December, 1901... 


CrorTErs’ HoLpincs (ScoTLaAND) Acts, 1886-87.—Report by the Crofters 
Commission, being for the year ended 31st December, 1901 ove ove 


BoarD oF Epvucation.—List of School Boards and School Attendance Com- 
mittees in England and Wales 
Presented [by Command] and ordered to lie on the Table ... ove wee 


Buitpine Societies.—Seventh Annual yy of the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies of the proceedings of the registrars under the Building 
Societies Acts, with an abstract of the annual accounts and statements of 
societies for the year 1901. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie on the Table 
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HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLAssES.—Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee, to consist of seven members, to join with a 
Committee of this House to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses 
occupied by persons of the labouring class, and the clauses usually inserted 
in Private and Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pur- 
suance thereof ; and to report whether any Amendments should be made 
in such Standing Orders and Clauses, and especially whether any and what 
provision should be made for better securing the re-housing of all persons 
of the labouring class who may be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills relate, whether displaced under the powers given 
by the Bills, or otherwise ; and to request this House to appoint an equal 
number of Lords to be joined with the Members of their House on 


House oF Lorps OrFrices.—Leave given to the Committee to report from time 
to time : First Report from the Select Committee made, to be printed, and 
to be considered on Thursday next. [No. 35.] pen ae os eon 


Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, Amendment Bill [H.L.].—Reported 
from the Standing Committee, without Amendment, and to be read 3* on 
Thursday next ... ove eee ove ove ove von ove ese 





Solicitors Bill [H.L.] ; Bishopric of Southwark Bill [H.L.].—Read 3* (according 
to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons __... wee ove +00 


CHINA—WE!I-HAI-WEI—ANGLO-JAPANESE AGREEMENT, ETC. 
The Earl of Portsmouth 


Moved, That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for Papers 
with reference to Wei-Hai-Wei.—(The Earl of Portsmouth.) 


Viscount Goschen ... one ses eae oe ose 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) ... 
Earl Spencer oes ose an oes eee ie 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
MarTIAL LAw IN SouTH AFRICA. 


Moved, That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a Return 
of— 


. The number of cases of civilian subjects of His Majesty tried by courts- 
martial in the Cape Colony and Natal involving sentences of death and 
penal servitude. 

. The number of members constituting each court in such cases, with their 
military rank, and stating what number (if any) were civilians. 

. The places where such courts sat. 

. The sentences passed by such courts. 

. Any alterations of such sentences made by the Executive. 


_ 


OUR iw) 


—(The Earl Spencer) ; agreed to ; and ordered accordingly... 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Six o'clock, to Thursday next, 
a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 18TH MARCH, 1902. 








The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 






PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 






PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 
Not CompLiep WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
Petition for additional provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :— 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill. 
Ordered, That the ~—— be referred tothe Select Committee on Standing 
Orders e. ee NN Men ne - 


Brighton and Rottin dean Sea-shore Electric Tramroad Biil [Kio’s 
CONSENT SIGNIFIED]; East Worcestershire Water Bill; Fareham Gas Bill 
[KiNnG’s CONSENT SIGNIFIED] ; North Warwickshire Water Bill.— Read 
the third time, and passed _..... _ es “es — “ a 


Clay Cross Railway Bill.—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read a third time... “ “ae oe ose oe aa 


Cornwall Electric Power Bill. — As amended, considered; Two Clauses 
added ; Bill to be read a third time are m2 : . 


Erdington Tramways Bill; Finedon Urban District Water Bill ; Middlesex 
County Council Tramways Bill ; Shepton Mallet Gas Bill. —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time i os oa 


Midland Railway (Steam eee om iid a —Read a second 


time, and committed ... 3 


City of London (Streets) Bill ; City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill.— 
Reported with Amendments ; gnasel to lie lige the Table, and to be 
printed ... _ oe ons . . wt ees én 1 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

1. “That, in the case of the Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill, 
petition for additional provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with ; that the parties be permitted to introduce their additional provision 
if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

2. “That, in the case of the Croydon and District Electric Tramways, 
petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with ; that the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to 
construct Tramways Nos. 1, 23, and 24 be struck out of the Bill; that the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been complied , 
with.” 

Resolutions agreed to... i 7 ina ye yet ite 





Manchester and ones. 5 Electric Express Railway Bill; Southport 
and Lytham Tramroad Bill_—Reported with Amendments ; i Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed a ‘ ee “a 
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MEssaAGE. From THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to confirm a Provisional Order under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, 
relating to Hamilton.” [Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill (Lords), 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 
upon the North ‘and South Shields Electric Railway Company ; and for other 
purposes.” [North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill (Lords). | 

And, also, a Bill, intituled “ An Act for empowering the Tyne Improve- 
ment Commissioners to construct new landing stages and other works, and 
for enlarging the powers of the Commissioners with respect to their ferries ; 
and for other purposes.” [Tyne Improvement Commission Bill (Lords). | 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill ene iygeae the 
first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 129.] 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill. ([Lorps.}: TyNe 
IMPROVEMENT ComMIsSION Britt. [Lorps.]—Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. ; 


PETITIONS. 


LonpoN UNITED TRAMWAYS.—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders. 


Coat Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petition from Dukestown in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ; 


ELEMENTARY EpucATion—Petition from Huddersfield, for alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table Poa 


Fresu-WaterR FisH (SCOTLAND) BrILL.—Petitions in favour: From Ayr, 
Lanarkshire, and Bothwell and Blantyre ; to lie upon the Table. oe 


HousING OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND RATING BiLL.—Petition from Halifax, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LicENsING Biti.—Petitions in favour: From Barrow, Langdale, Eccles, and 
Acton ; to lie upon the Table. ous ‘ad 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Two petitions from 
Hastings, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... , ‘ee “ 


Lonpon WarTER BILL.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel). 
From Lee Conservancy Board and Sutton District Water aw? ; to lie 
upon the Table. pe oe ons ‘ ; 


Mines (E1cut Hours) BrLti.—Petition from Dukestown, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table. aes oe “te hea vba 


Pus.ic Houses (Hours OF CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT BIL. 
—Petitions in favour: From Edinburgh, three; Dunfermline, Govan, 
Dalbeattie, Elgin, and Huntly ; to lie upon the Table. ; sei 


Ratine oF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Hyde, for legislation ; to lie - the 
Table. mt i “ne a ie 
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RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Thornhill, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table. sie ees an jus 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIquoRS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Leytonstone, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. os tn oss ooo ows 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EpvucaTION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Reports and Papers relating to the 
Training of Teachers for the _ 1900-1901 ' [by en ; tolie — 
the Table eee 


Birtus, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, 
of the F orty-seventh Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, and Marriages 
in Scotland for 1901, and Thirty-seventh Annual sas ctigs on Vaccination Py 
Command]; to lie upon the Table + 


Potice (ScOTLAND).—Copy presented, of the Forty-fourth Annual Report of 
His Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary for Scotland for the year ended 
31st December, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


CrorTers’ Hoipincs (ScoTLAND) ActTs.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Crofters’ ee * for the on 1901 [by es ; to lie — the 


Table 


Epucation (ScHooL Boarps, Etc.) (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy presented, 
of List of School Boards ‘and School Attendance Committees in England and 
Wales, 1st January, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House ons 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION SCHEMES, INDUSTRIAL AND 
PROVIDENT SOCIETIES AND TRADE UNnrions.—Reports of the Chief Registrar 
for the year ending 3lst December, 1901, [by Act]; to be printed. 
[No. 109. os on oe we va oe ne sd 


Business OF THE House (SuppLy) (Divisions).—Return ordered “ (1) of the 
number of Divisions taken in Committee of Supply during the years 1891 
to 1901, both inclusive, and showing the amounts (if any) by which the 
votes were reduced in those years; and (2) the Divisions on the Report of 
Supply during the same period.” —(Sir Henry Fowler.) dee oes 


Ir1sH LAND Commission.—Return ordered, “showing (1) the names of the 
Judicial and other Commissioners, of the Legal and Lay Assistant Commis- 
sioners in connection with the Irish Land Commission holding office on the 
Ist day of January, 1902 ; (2) date of original appointment ; (3) date upon 
which appointment expires ; (4) age on appointment ; (5) residence at time 
of appointment ; (6) locality in which practical experience of land was 
acquired ; (7) where educated ; (8) previous occupation ; (9) acreage of 
land farmed ; (10) whether held as owner or tenant ; (11) what other 
experience in agriculture ; and (12) what experience in valuing, mapping, 
and surveying.” —(Mr. Archdale.) on ie , 


-County Court VALUERS (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “Of the names, quali- 
fications, and remuneration of the gentlemen employe as County Court 
Valuers during the three years ended the 31st day of December, 1901, 

ursuant to Section 32 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887, in the 
following form: (1) name ; (2) date of nomination pursuant +o Section 32 
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of the Act of 1887; (3) residence at date of nomination ; (4) locality in 
313 which practical experience of land acquired; (5) where educated ; (6) 
previous occupation ; (7) acreage of land farmed; (8) whether held as 
owner or tenant; (9) what other experience in agriculture; (10) what 
313 experience in valuing, mapping, and surveying ; (11) remuneration.” —( Mr. 


Archdale.) ste . 


“e baa ae ose won eee as ~ 314 


LicenseD Hovuses.—Return ordered, ‘“ For the year ended 31st day of March, 
1901, showing in England, Wales, and Ireland the number of Licensed 
Public Houses in (a) each county borough; (b) each municipal borough ; 

313 (c) each urban district ; and (d) the rural districts of each county ; classified 

according to annual value, and showing the maximum amount of licence 

duty payable at each step in the scale of value, and the total sum paid in 
duty on Licensed Public Houses in each such area. 


313 “Of the number of dealers’ licences for beer, spirits, wines, and sweets, 
together with ‘additional retail’ and other retail off licences held with 
them (commonly known as grocers’ licences), in each area as enumerated 
above, in England, Wales, and Ireland, distinguishing between each descrip- 
313 tion of licence, and giving the maximum amount of licence duty charged 
on each, and the total sum paid in duty in each area as well as the total 
number of premises licensed. 


“Of the number of retailers’ licences for beer, cider, wine, and sweets, 
313 distinguishing those having licences for ‘on’ consumption from those 
having licences for ‘ off’ consumption, and giving the maximum amount of 
licence duty payable on each house, and the total amount paid on such 
licences in each area as enumerated above in England, Wales, and Ireland, 
as well as the total number of premises licensed. 
313 ; , ; ae Sal ; 
“Corresponding particulars for Scotland from (a) each burgh (royal, 
municipal, or police, as the case may be) ; and (b) the rural districts of each 
county.”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) a cate as sists as we 


313 QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN War—Boers tn British UNtrorM.—Questions, Mr. Claude 
Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale), Mr. M’Laren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... ad ‘i i — “ae as OG 
314 ; 
‘ONCENTRATION Camp.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamp- 
; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ae at ae a sox 


BLOEMFONTEIN 
tonshire, E.) 

Lorp WOLSELEY’S Visit TO SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... Ma se ee <a os is sac, OU 


SALE OF Boer FArms.—Question, Mr. Channing; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Pe was. DUE 

314 § ArtiLLeryY ar BeLrursper.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ‘e3 nae tee si re 

Meat ContTract.—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) is 
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PENSIONS OF PosTAL TELEGRAPHISTS AT THE FRONT.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, E.) : ai : 


NavaL Consrruction.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


CANADA AND JAPANESE IMMIGRATION.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverham 
ton, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain we ee a a ia 


Hone Kone OrpNANCE YARD.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... Be Be ; 


Hone Kone BARRACKsS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord Stanley 


CoLtompo HArRRoUR—LIGHT VESSELS. “ne Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain 


. 
CoLLECTION OF INCOME TAX.—Questions, Mr. Kenneth Balfour (Christchurch) 
and Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 


UNNECESSARY SUMMONING OF JURORS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Tur CorONATION PROCESSION.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


SMALLPOX—KENT WATERWORKS WELL NEAR THE METROPOLITAN HospIrTAL. 
— Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, N.) ; Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 'S.) 


We su County Councits Joint ComMitrer.—Question, Mr. David Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


NATIONAL Meat Supply — ARGENTINE CATTLE — Foot-AND-MouTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, White- 
chapel); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) : es wie 7 pie ai me 


BritisH PArceELS Post REGULATIONS.—TRANSMISSION OF GOLD.—Question, 
Mr. Stuart Samuel; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Post Orrice—DvuAL TRAINING OF EMPLOYEES.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; 
Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain ... see 


Pouttry REARING IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, the 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire)... 


SNEEM Petry SESSIONAL BENCH.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) ; Answer, 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


TuLLA LABOUREKS’ COTTAGES SCHEMES. ri Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ise ie ae Ss a oi ree eon ome 
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TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN County Cork. —Questions, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork 
County, W.), Mr. Flynn (Cork ew. N.) ) ssi pinall Donelan Basis 
County, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : 


Crimes Act PRrosecuTIONS.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 
CANCER—PROPOSED COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION.—Questions, Mr. Weir and 


Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham); Answer, the First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) see oe 





3USINESS OF THE HousrE.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara, Dr. Farquharson, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., E and), and Sir Charles Dilke ansinamaagel 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


NEW BILL. 


Post Office Sites Bill—‘“To enable His Majesty’s Postmaster General to 
acquire lands in the county of London for the public service, and for other 
purposes ; presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 127.] ... 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon Thursday pe 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—REMOUNTS AND OTHER ConTRAcTs.—[Seconp Day’s 
DEBATE. }—Order read for resuming adjourned debate on Question [17th 
March], ‘ That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into all contracts 
and purchases made by or on behalf of the Government for His Majesty's 
Forces in South Africa in respect of remounts, meat, forage, freights, and 
transport.” —(Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Lord Alwyn Compton (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 

The Financial Secretary to the War sai — Stanley, Lancashire W est- 
houghton) x 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N Ly 

Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 

Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) 

Captain Norton (Newington, WV.) . 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax)... 

Mr. Leveson-Gower (Sutherlands shire) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) Soi 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) 

Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. ye 4 Balfour, * Manchester, E. ) 


Question put. 


House divided :—Ayes, 191; Noes, 346. (Division List No 81.) 
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REPAYMENT OF Loans By LocaL AUTHORITIES.—Ordered, That it be an instruc- 
tion to the Select Committee on Repayment of Loans by Local Authorities 
that they have power to extend the scope of their inquiry to all parts of the 
United Kingdom.—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Tue New Army ScuHeme.—On the Motion for the Adjournment of the House. 


Sir Charles Dilke en 7 Forest a waa 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ‘ ‘ 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 19TH MARCH, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MeANs.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Leyland and Farrington Gas Bill.—Read a second time and committed ... 
Croypon AND District ELtectric TrRaAMWaAys.—Report [18th March] from 
' the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Howard Vincent and Mr. Churchill 
Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill: Salford Corporation Bill. 
—Reported with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed 


Wolverhampton Corporation Water Bill.—IReported [Preamble not 
proved] ; Report to lie upon the Table bs sa in one 


PETITIONS. 
CHEAP TRAINS BILL.—Petition from Battersea, in favour; to lie upon the Table 
CREMATION BILL.—Petition from Battersea in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


ELEMENTARY Epucation.—Petitions for Alteration of Law: From Stockport 
and Queensbury ; to lie upon the Table eis me 


ForEIGN COMPETING Goops.—Petitions for the imposition of a Customs 
Revenue Duty: From Battersea; Swansea; and Burnley to lie upon the Table 


FRESH-WATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLu.—Petitions in favour: From Harthill 
and Benhar; Edinburgh (two); Glasgow (two); Ballock ; Wellshot ; 
Bridge of Wen; and Scottish Trout Anglers Association, to lie upon the 
Table .. eee oes awe ons oom ic 


HousING OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND RATING BILL.—Petitions in favour : 


From Glossop ; and Battersea ; to lie upon the Table 
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HousiInG OF THE WoRKING CLASSES (REPAYMENT OF Loans) BiLL.— 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... , , 





LABOUR BuUREAUX ates cai BiLi.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table .. ave 
LICENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour : from Lancaster ; Patricroft ; Theydon 
Bois ; North Lambeth ; and Battersea ; to lie upon the Table iid ose 


Liquor Trarric Loca Veto ag OTLAND) Brtt—Petition from Glasgow, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. . vn we <v 

LonpoN Water BiLi.—Petition from Kensington, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table , one pe 


Pustic Houses (Hours or CLosina) (ScorLanD) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.——Petitions in favour: from Strathpeffer; Boness; Fauldhouse ; 
Leith ; Glasgow (six) ; Ferryden ; Alloa ; Edinburgh (three) ; Musselburgh; 
Flemington; Port Gordon; Buckie; and Kilbarchan; to lie upon the 


Table 


RatinG or LAND VALUEs.—Petition from Yeovil, for legislation ; to lie upon 
the Table.. oe a ard sal 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petition from Gateshead, against ; to lie upon 
the Table ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY Biti.—Petitions in favour: 
From Leytonstone and Hotham ; to lie upon the Table 


SHops BiLti.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


VACCINATION Act, 1898.—Petition from — for repeal of Section 2 ; 
to lie upon the Table ... sine ae rm os se ‘ 


VACCINATION Bitt.—Petition from Battersea, in favour, to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PROSECUTIONS (FisHERY Law) (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 28th February ; Mr. O'Mara]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 110.] 


BoARD OF AGRICU Copy presented, of Annual Report of Proceedings 
under the Tithes Acts, Copyhold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and other Acts 
for the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ; eos 





BoaARD OF AGRICULTURE.—Copy presented, of Annual Reports of Proceedings 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs (Weighing of 
Cattle) Acts, ete., for the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


BoARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of Minutes 
of Evidence to the Interim Report of the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture to inquire into and report upon the desirability 
of Regulations for Butter, with a Digest of the Evidence and — 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table” as ie 


Page 


446 


446 


446 


446 


. 446 


446 


446 


46 


447 


447 


447 


447 











XXXViii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 19.} 


MEpIcaL Councits.—Accounts presented, for 1901, of the General Medical 
Council and Branch Councils, and of the Dental dies. anes Fund 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Post Office Sites Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills do examine the Post. Office Sites Bill, with oueee to compliance with 





. Austen Chamberlain.)... 


Plumbers Registration Bill.—{Lorps.].—Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 129.] 
Aged Pensioners Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Raymond Creene (Cambridgeshire, Chesterton) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 


second time.” 


Mr. Channing ( en wig 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘in making provision for Old Age Pensions, 
it is expedient that such provision should be universal in its application 
and wholly independent of the machinery of the Poor Law.’”— 


(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


the Question.” 


Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecelesall) 
Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ... 
Mr. Remnant (Finsbury, Holborn)... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, " 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) 3 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. 

Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Mid.) - 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) ... 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, 'E. ) 


The eer of the Local Government Boartl (Mr. } ‘Walter Long, B Bristol, 8. *) 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) .. 
Mr. Bathur st (Gloucestershire, Cirencester) .. 


Question, “ That the Bill be now read a second time,’ put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for tomorrow. 


PuBLic Petitions ComMITTEE.—Third Report brought up, and read ; 
upon the Table, and to be printed ee - ose 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before six o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 20TH MARCH, 1902. 


47 OFFICE OF LorpD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—The Minutes of Proceedings before 
the Committee for Privileges to be printed 


or 
bo 
— 


47 PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


48 Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (N<w Lines, &c.) Bill [4.L.|— 
A petition of Moss’ Empires, Limited, praying for leave to present a petition 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited 
by Standing Order No. 92, for presenting such petition has expired ; read, 
48 and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 92 to be considered 
to-morrow, in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the said 
petition ... ois 


ou 
to 
_ 


STANDING ORDERS ComMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
53 complied with in respect of the following Bills ought to be dispensed with 
61 and the Bills allowed to proceed :— 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways [H.L. ], 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways [H.L.], 
South Shields, Sunderland, and District Tramways [H.L.]. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill 


Ought to be dispensed with, provided the powers to construct Tramways 


166 Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 6A, 6B, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 13 be struck out of the Bill. 
t69 

71 That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 

tT 3 


Hastings Tramways Bill [1.1] 


Ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided all 
powers for the construction of the proposed extension Tramway be 


175 struck out of the Bill. 

180 

183 That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 

192 

193 Birmingham and Midland Tramways Bill [H.L.] 

499 

502 Ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided all 
517 powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 7, 74, 8, 9, 94, and 9B be struck 
519 out of the Bill, unless the consent of the Oldbury Urban District be 


proved before the Committee on the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Exeter and District Tramways Bill [H.1. | 
9 , . . : 
520 Ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, and 10, and so 
much of Tramways Nos. 2 and 3 as lie within the boundaries of the 
City of Exeter, be struck out of the Bill. 
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That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill 


Ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 23, and 24 be struck out of the 
Bill. 

That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 

London and Brighton Electric Railway Bill [H.L.] 


Ought not to be dispensed with. 


Read, and agreed to... jae ee ‘ie sad ve stil ec Dae Pi 
Wadhurst Gas Bill.—Read 2*, and committed be set ae cn. ae 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill.—Abercarn 
Urban District Gas Bill.—Read 3", and committed ; The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection ade ee nue ae ia ae 


Wrexham Water Bill [1.L.|—Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 522 


Charing Cross, Hammersmith and District Electric Railway (No. i.) 
Bill [u.L.}—Charing Cross, Hammersmith and District Electric Railway A 
(No 2.) Bill [H.1.] ; City and North East Suburban Electric Bailway (No. 1.) é 
Bill [H.L.] ; City and North East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2.) Bill 
oma King’s Road Railway Bill [.L.}; King’s Road Railway (Putney 
Extension) Bill [H.1.]; North East London Railway (No. 1.) Bill [HLL]; ce 
North East London Railway (No. 2.) Bill |H.1.]; Piccadilly and City Rail- 
way (No. 1.) Bill [#1]; Piceadilly and City Railway (No. 2.) Bill | H.1.] ; 


, : P P : age ) 
West and South London Junction Railway Bill [H.L.]; London United Q 
Electric Railways Bill [H.L.]; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 
(New Lines, ete.) Bill [H.L.]; Central London Railway (New Lines) Bill B 

) 


|H.L.|—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
he proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of the said Bills, viz.:— 

M. Bath, 

E. Lauderdale, 

V. Knutsford, 

L. Zouche of Haryngworth, 

L. Windsor (chairman) ; 
agreed to, and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to meet 
on Wednesday, the 16th of April, at eleven o'clock; and all petitions B 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
hy counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills. 


or 
bo 
bo 


Lancashire County (Lunatic Asylums) Bill [#.1.]: Bristol Water Bill 
[|H.L.]; Longwood Gas Bill _" ; Rickmansworth Gas Bill {H.L.] ; North 
Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Buxton Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L.]; Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill {u.L.]; Tyneside Tram- ¢ 
ways and Tramroads Bill [H.L.|—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Jommittee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz.:— 
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E. Carnwarth, 
E. Camperdown (chairman), 
L. Crofton, 
L. Denman, 
L. Monteagle of Brandon ; 
agreed to, and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to 
meet on Thursday, the 17th of April, at eleven o'clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills se ai vy ee nee mn pee ao 


ol 
bo 
ow 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BrLus,—Ordered, that 
9 Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for 
depositing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Contirmation bills, which would otherwise expire during the adjourn- 
ment of the House at Easter, be extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess. ake ai Pet os _ -- 524 


bo 


Lo 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AFRICA: No. 3. (1902.)—Correspondence respecting the rising of the Mullah 
Muhammed Abdullah in Somaliland, and consequent military operations, 
1901-1902 (in continuation of Africa, No. 5, 1901) ... ae pe .. 524 


COLONIES (ANNUAL), No. 350. St. Vincent: heport for 1900 ... pa wwe ©6924 


QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty.—<Annual report and accounts of the Governors, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1901. fs obs ro ve ma ... 524 


BoARD OF AGRICULTURE,— 

I. Annual report of proceedings under the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, 
the Copyhold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1899, the Metropolitan 
Commons Acts, 1866 to 1898, the Drainage and Lmprovement of Land Acts, 
the Universities and College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898, the Glebe Lands 
Act, 1888, &c., &c., for the year 1901. 


II. Annval reports of proceedings under the Diseases of Animals 
Acts, the Markets and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, &c., &c., for the 
year 1901 an pas : Ri Loe = 524 
Butrer ReEGULATIONS.— Minutes of evidence to the interim report of the De- 

partmental Coiimittee appointed by the Board of Agriculture and the De- 

partment of Agriculture, and other industries and technical instruction for 
Ireland, to inquire and report upon the desirability of regulations under 
section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, for Butter ; with a digest 
of the evidence and appendices. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table ae ..- 5235 


GENERAL MeEpicaL CounciL (RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE).—Returns of re- 
ceipts and expenditure of the General Medical Council and of the branch 
councils ; also of receipts and expenditure of the Dental Registration Fund 
for the year ended 31st December, 1901 a0 am san ae «- 526 
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FRIENDLY SocIETIES WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION SCHEMES, INDUSTRIAL AND 
PROVIDENT SOCIETIES AND TRADE Unions. — Reports of the Chief 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, for the year ended 31st December, 1901. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [u.t.]—Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor for Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) os one 


Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Tuesday, the 22nd of April next. 


Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, Amendment Bill [H.L.|.—Read 3* 
(according to Order); Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons oe oes one vee 

House or Lorps Orrices.—First Report from the Select Committee ; con- 
sidered (according to Order), and agreed to ... " ons es ae 


BUSINESS OF THE HovsE.—Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 57 to be considered 
tomorrow in order to their being suspended for that day’s sitting ... 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock till tomorrow, 
Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 20TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MeEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill [By Orper]. 


Mr. Carvill (Newry) “a 
Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Order for Committal of 
the Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill be read, and dis- 
charged ; that the Bill be committed to a Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the House, and two by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


“ That all petitions against the Bill presented not later than five 
clear days before the meeting of the Committee be referred to the 
Committee. 


“That such of the petitioners as pray to be heard by themselves, 
their counsel, agents, or witnesses, be heard on their petitions against 
the Bill, if they think fit, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 

“That the Committee have power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 

“That three be the quorum.”—(Mr. Carvill.) 
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Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) 

Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, W.) 

Mr. Parker Smith (Lanark: shire, Partick Wi 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) até 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Distr icts) 

Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) oi 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CompLiED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that in the case of the following Bill referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill ; Newport Corpora- 
tion Bill; Omagh Urban District Gas Bill; Reading Gas Bill.—Read the 
third time, and “passed ... 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill.—‘To authorise the 
British Electric Traction Company, Limited, to construct tramways in the 
counties of London, Surrey, and Kent; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Salford Corporation Bill.—Ordered, that the Salford Corporation Bill be re- 
committed in respect of Clauses 35, 36, 37, and 38 (as numbered in the 
Bill as reprinted), relating to matters affecting Police and Sanitary 
Regulations.—(Mr. Caldwell.) .. 


Ticehurst Water Bill; Barking Gas Bill; Gloucestershire Electric Power 
Bill ; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Garston and District Tramways and 
Electric Supply (Transfer) Bill; Great Western Railway (Crumlin 
Viaduct) Bill—Reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed ‘0 wnt oe on pai “ 


London School Board (Superannuation) Bill; South” Metropolitan Gas 
Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill {[Lorps] ; Caterham and 
District Gas Bill (Lorps]; Wrexham Water Bill [Lorps]; Deal and 
Walmer Gas Bill prove te the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—They have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Company, and on that Company and the London and South Western Rail- 
way Company with reference to their joint undertaking ; and for other 
purposes.” [London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Caterham and District Gas Company.” [Caterham and District Gas 
Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
Wrexham Waterworks Company ; and for other purposes.” {Wrexham 
Water Bill (Lords). } 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers on the Deal 
and Walmer Gas Company ; ; and for other ene {Deal and Walmer 
Gas Bill (Lords). } wee wie re Jal mm 


PETITIONS. 


FOREIGN ComPETING Goops.—Petitions for the imposition of a Customs Revenue 
Duty : From enti tte Middlesbrough, Bristol, and Sheffield ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ‘ eee . 


LicENsING BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Rotherham and Cambridge ; to 
lie upon the Table ns one 

Lonpon WarTeER BILL.—Petition from Bethnal Green, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ pee wien ob oe sei “as ens oes 

Pusiic Houses (Hours oF CLosinc) (ScoTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Deerness, Buckpool, and Thornliebank ; 
to lie upon the Table : : 





RatTinc or Lanp V etitions for legislation: From Colne and 
Sandwich ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING TiQuors ON SuNpDAY BrLu.—Petitions in favour ; 
From Paddington and Blackpool ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty.—Copy presented, of Annual Report and Accounts of 


the Governors for the year 1901 | by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


East INpIA (OpruM).—Return presented, relative thereto oe 14th 
March ; Mr. John Gordon]; to lie upon the Table ‘ te 


CoLoniAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 350 


(St. Vincent, Annual Report for aise iby Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... ove soe ose re ons os ws oe 


QUESTIONS. 
SouTH AFRICAN WAR—CaApTURE oF ARMS BY THE Borrs.—Question, Mr. 


Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ; van ‘a sos han is 





SouTH AFRICAN War ppaglineguanande —_ Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ‘ i - abs ie ba 


TRAINING OF IMPERIAL YEOMANRY.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) and Mr. Logan (Leicestershire, Harborough) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ... : as ees eae we ” ae Pe 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY AND LINE ComMissions.—Question, Mr. Peel (Man- 
chester, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; 





Meat ContTracts.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answers, The Chancellor of the eatiitatied - M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
W.) and Mr. Brodrick . i? i , Fee ane ea eis 
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Messrs. Hounpers’ Contrracts.—-Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 


Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 537 
PRIVILEGES OF MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT IN VISITING FORTRESSES, ETC.— 
Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick os ae “on ee mi woe, Dat 
CRIMEAN AND INDIAN Mutiny VETERANS.—Question, Colonel dramasen Slaney 
(Shropshire, Newport) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a és - .. 538 
VoLUNTEER OFFICERS’ CAMP ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr, Bull (Hammer- 
smith) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Rs init ue oe wes ~~» 538 
447H Essex ReEGIMENT.—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick... ee ea ae oer ‘ita eet ais ~~. 538 
ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE Barracks ContrACT,—Question, Mr. Herbert Whiteley 
(Ashton-under-Lyne) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, atin W esthoughton) an ae ae a ~.. 839 
Nava, Pay.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) _ 540 
Marines’ Pay.—Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, Mr. Arno!d-Forster ... 540 
Lost TorrEpO DestTroyErs.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... tie tay ae ua re scx, OE 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT AND INCREASED MILITARY PAy.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... sae we <<. Sa 
Tue Natu BrorHEers.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton as DMZ 
Kose TANSAN WATER INDUsTRY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester r) ». 542 
SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR.—Question, Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne ae eee Sis oie oan ona oe ©6543 
Warwick Assizes—Muinitary DiIsciPLine.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant 
(Warwickshire, Rugby); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... “aa sh = ae os D4 
Moror Car Racinc.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ae wre os i .. 6545 
SUMMONING OF JURORS.—Question, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie... ae a ia a ; os. DAs 
VACCINATION—EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr. Channing (North- 
amptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie As sa oe se <n BAS 


BATTLE PuBLic VAcCcINATOR.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant; Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.)... 546 

VacciNE FROM MoNKEYs.-—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long... se oes ose ove ove eee oes sea ... 546 
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UNVACCINATED ScHOOL CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Round (Essex, Harwich) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long - i ve wis ame di 


ELECTRICAL COMMUNICATION WITH LIGHTHOUSES.—Question, Mr. Charles 
M’Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) ie be ns 


DovuGias Heap LIGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur: Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ‘ ba ne te ee ion 


MusicaL PIRActes. ian Mr. John re eins S. )5 ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ae vine 





VayNnor (BRECON) NATIONAL SCHOOL. nz Mr. Claude Hay staat 


Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. 


CARLOWAY FisHinG IypustRY—SvuGGEsTED Use oF Motor Cars.—Question, 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

POSTAL SERVANTS’ GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


ComMPULSORY SUNDAY Duty IN THE Post OFFICE.—Question, Sir Mark Stewart 
(Kirkeudbrightshire) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

FORESTRY IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, W.) Captain Donelan 
(Cork Co., E.) and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8. ) ; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W yndham, Dover) ole 


IkIsH REGISTRATION.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Dover, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham sek , one aid 


RoyaL Boranic GARDENS, DUBLIN.—Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham one ‘ ows fie be 


MALLARANNY COTTIERS AND THE POLICcE.—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham . son — 


MALLARANNY MARKET.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


POLICE SERGEANT AS PETTY SEssIONS CLE aidiiapmaia Dr. Ambrose ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ aio ‘ 


Irish LAND Commission REporT.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham — ne ee be 


ILLEGAL SALMON FisHING.—Question, Mr. Ffrench ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
DooaGH INDUSTRIES.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee 


BALLYRONEY AND NEWCASTLE RarLwAy.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... are ne ae pa id sine eee ss 


BELFAST AND ANTRIM Megat ConTRACTS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ~ > ne “ we aes oe 
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CoNTEMPT OF CouRT IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. M’Govern anhieti W. ) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham si se ae ss 


Moriey Estate, County CAvAn.—Question, Mr. M’Govern; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. ) 


CLONAKILTY Lapourers’ CoTraGes.—Question, Mr. Edward Barry (Cork 
Co.,8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham me nn a ie “6 


BoyLe LAsoureErRs’ CoTraGEs.—Question, Mr. Tully vasa S. ds ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 3 ae ite as Ge tee sa 


FirzMavrice Estate.— Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham one on ia an on ie ; 


LABOURERS’ ACTS—-WEEKLY TENANTS UNbDER CARETAKERS’ AGREEMENTS.— 
Question, Mr. Lundon ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DromMoRE DisTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. ) 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ws aa oe oe me kd ; 


ALLEGED MIsc ONDUCT OF SOLDIERS AT KINSALE. ia snetsaaes Mr. Crean (Cork 
Co., S.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham i an od ‘ba 


REDEMPTION OF QuIT AND CroWN RENTS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Carew 
(Meath S.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain "ve Ae se ar 


ENNISKILLEN Post OrricE—MEAL  RELIEFS.—Question, Mr. Jordan 
(Fermanagh, 8.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 


FastNet LIGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... ere we aa ree a es 


THE LicensinG BILt.—Question, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


THe New Army Proposats.—Questions, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, 
Evesham), Mr. Lambert, and Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act 
to amend the Law relating to Solicitors.” Solicitors Bill [Lords] 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to provide for the constitution of a 
Bishopric of Southwark, and for matters incidental thereto.” Bishopric of 
Southwark Bill [Lords] 


Also a Bill, intituled “ An Act to amend The Factory and W orkshop 
Act, 1901.” Factory _and Workshop Act (1901) Amendment Bill [Lords] 


HoustnG oF THE WorKING CLAssEs.—The Select Committee appointed to 
join with a Committee to be appointed by the Lords on Housing of the 
Working Classes was nominated of—Mr. Bond, Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. 
Crean, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. Kearley, Dr. sae and Sir John Tuke. 
—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie) “ : ai 
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NEW BILL. 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill; “For enabling 
the Commissioners of Woods to sell or let land in the New Forest for 
necessary public purposes,” presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under 
Standing Order 31; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 130)... one oe ons eve 


Consolidated Fund (No 1) Bill; Order for Third Reading read. Motion 


made and Question proposed—* That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
SoutuH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ay 
The Secretary of "State for the Colonies ( Vr. J. Cham herlain, hides WV 


Mr. DILon, the Member for East Mayo, having been named for disregarding the 
authority of the Chair, 


Motion made, and Question put, “That Mr. Dillon be suspended from the 
service of the House.”—(Vr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes 248 ; Noes 48. (Division List No. 82 ) 


Mr. Speaker then directed Mr. Dillon to withdraw, and he withdrew 
accordingly. 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. J Chamberlain ‘ ese ese 

Sir Villiam Harcourt ( Seasouthibion E.) 

Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) Few a 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of ‘iia ) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn pe eae 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, , Elland) 

Mr. Markham (. ee Mansfield) 

Mr. Lleweilyn (Somersetshire, N.) ... 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) oe 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


SITUATION IN CHINA—-GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. Je seph Walton (York: shire, x x Barnsley) .. x 
The Under Secretary of State for (neck Affairs (Lord ( ‘ranbor ne, ae ren 
Mr. Cali Iwell (Lane wrkshire, Mid.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 240 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 83.) 


Bill read the third time and passed. 
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Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.) one se ie oe oe ©6679 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Aged Pensioners Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Thursday next... ... 679 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No.1) Bill.— Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating che nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) xe ee bas sink .. 680 
RAILWAY, ETC., BriLLs.—Copy ordered, ‘Of Report by the Board of Trade upon 
all the Railway, Canal, Tramway, Harbour, and Tidal Waters, Electricity, 


Gas and Water Bills, and Provisicnal Orders of Session 1902.”—.r. 
Gerald Balfour ... wes ‘is ae sol im ; vs ... 680 


NEW BILL, 


Pusiic HeattH Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Public Health Acts 
with reference to Water Supply and to section thirty-six of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Fielden, Mr. Mellor, 
and Sir Albert Rollit. 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill.—‘ To amend the Public Health Acts 
with reference to Water Supply and to section thirty-six of the Public 
Health Act, 1875,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 29th April, and to be printed. (Bill oe een ... 680 


Adjourned at Twenty Minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 2ist MARCH, 1902. 


BusINESS OF THE HovusE.—Standing Order No. xxxix. considered ones to 
order), and suspended for this day’s sitting ... os ‘ hia .. 681 


VOL. CV. [FourTH SERIEs]. d 
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Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill —Brought from the Commons, and read 1*; 
Then (Standing Grier No. 39 having been suspended), Bill read 2%, (7' he 
Earl Waldegrave) ; Committee negatived ; Bill read 2*, and passed... m_ 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


Commission.—The followi ~~ Bill received the si al Assent: Consolidated Fund 
(No.1) . ‘ ae ss a 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


Baron Frrencu.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
Charles Austin Thomas Robert John Joseph Ffrench, Baron Ffrench, to vote 
at the elections of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ie 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 

Bromley Gas. 
Limpsfield and Oxted Water. 
Broadstairs Gas. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table... 


Saddleworth, Springhead and Lees Tramways Bill [1.1.],—-A petition of 
Messrs. Sherwood and Company, of 7, Great George Street, Westminster, 
Parliamentary Agents, praying for leave to present a petition of the County 
Council of Lancaster, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
although the time limited by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting such 
petition has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table; and Standing 
Order No. 92 to be considered on Monday, the 14th of April next, in order 
to its being dispensed with in respect of the said petition s 


Plymouth, Devonport, and South Western Junction Railway Bill [1.1.] ; 
Scottish Equitable Life Assurance Society Bill [H.1.] ; Street 2a District 
Council Water Bill [1.1.].—Reported, with amendments 


City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]: 
City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.1.].—Leave 
given to the Select Committee to consolidate the Bills into one Bill : 


Donegal Railway Bill (1H... |.—Committed 


Beery Railway Bill |1#.1.].—The Chairman of Committees informed the House 


at the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the order made on the 24th 


of February last discharged and Bill committed.. 


Ystradfellte Water Bill ‘an t ee from the Select Committee, with 
amendments 
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Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways -_ [H. t]; Birmingham 
and Midland Tramways Bill [H.u.].—Read* ... bee as 


Commons 


Darley Dale wae Bill dun os iene sie and poe, and sent to the 


Lincoln and East Coast sunaatedl and rem natn _ —Read 
3*, and passed 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, etc.) Bill [1.. ].— 
Standing Order No. 92, considered (according to order), and dispensed with, 
with respect to a Petition of Moss’ maostien Limited ; leave given to 
present the said Petition “s 


Clay Cross Railway Bill; Cornwall Electric Power Bill; Erdington Tramways 
Bill; Finedon Urban District Water Bill ; Leicestershire and Warwickshire 
Electric Power Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners ... Lvs wr a 


Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill; Newport Corporation Bill ; 
Omagh Urban District Gas Bill ; Reading Gas Bill; Shepton Mallet Gas 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 


King’s Road Railway Bill [u.1.]; King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension) 
ill [H.L. }.—Leave given to the Select Committee to consolidate the Bills 
into st ill ’ aa oe 


Lancashire Coty (Lunatic Asyinms Bill [#.1. ‘i 3ristol Water Bill [11.1.] ; 
Longwood Gas Bill - L.] ; Rickmansworth a ill [H.L.] ; North Stafford- 
shire Tramways Bill [HL ; Buxton Urban District Council Bill [H.L.] ; 
Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill [u.L.]; Tyneside Tramways and 
Tramroads Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord Stanmore be proposed to the House as a Member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Camperdown, and 
that the Lord Stanmore be Chairman of the Select Committee ; read and 
agreed to ‘is 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND).—Amending General Order for 
the regulation of proceedings under and in pursuance of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899: Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... - , 


PRIVATE LEGISLATURE PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
as the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, viz.— 

V. Frankfort de Montmorency, 
L. Clifford of Chudleigh, 
agreed to ; and the said Lords apppointed accordingly 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.—Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Deputy Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of Commons. 


That the General Order not complied with in respect of the following 
Provisional Order :— 


Coatbridge Gas 


Ought to be dispensed with, and the Order allowed to proceed, provided that 
Clause 25 be struck out of the said Order. 
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That the General Orders not complied with in respect of the following 
Provisional Order :— 


Rothesay Tramways (Extensions) 


Ought to be dispensed with, and the Order allowed to proceed, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1 and 2 be struck out of the Order, 
and that the consent of the County Council of Bute to so much of 
Tramway No. 3 as affects the interests of the County Council acting as road 
authority be proved before the Examiners; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table we ome He oe a mee se hae .-» 684 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 351, Jamaica ; Report for 1900-1901 i .. =684 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2750, Russia ; Odessa. 
No. 2751, Germany ; Prussian Estimates. 
No. 2388, United States ; New Orleans. 
No. 2753, Chile ; Coquimbo os ws - .. 684 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Standing Order No. lvii. considered (according to 
Order), and suspended for this day’s sitting ... aes “0 se w= 685 


London Water Bill—Message from the Commons that they have appointed 
a Committee to consist cf five members to join with a Committee of this 
House to consider the London Water Bill; and request this House to 
appoint an equal number of Lords to be joined with the Members of their 
House ; The said message considered, on Motion: Moved that a Committee 
of five Lords be appointed to join with the Committee of the House of 
Commons, as mentioned in the said Message—(The Earl of Waldegrave) ; 
agreed to; Then (Standing Order lvii. having been suspended) the Lords 
following are named of the Committee :— 

E. Harrowby, 

E. Crewe, 

V. Llandaff, 

L. Balfour, 

L. Ludlow. 

Ordered that such Committee have power to agree with the Committee 
of the House of Commons in the appointment of a Chairman. 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent to the House of Commons in 
answer to their said Message to inform them of the appointment of the 
said Committee by this House, and to propose that the Joint Committee 
do meet in Committee Room A on ennai the 14th of tt next, at two 
o'clock ... wee oad jas ns . 685 


STATE OF MILITARY SUPPLIES IN 1895—-REFERENCE TO DEBATES IN THE 
OTHER HousE—PoINT OF ORDER. 


Lord Monkswell ... 685 
The Secretary of State for Fo oreign Afairs (he Marquess f Lansdowne) 686 
Lord Monkswell ... .. 687 
The Earl of Northbrook ... nie “a oe ne nie ... 688 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ~~ 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy ‘Seal (the Marques of Salisbury) .-- 689 


The Marquess of Ripon ... ... 689 








or 


5) 
6 
7 
8 
8 
39 
39 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 21. | 


NAVAL DEFENCE— 


The Earl of Wemyss ‘ 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (the Earl of Selborne) 


House adjourned at Ten Minutes before Six o’clock, to Monday, the 
14th of April next, at quarter past Four o ‘clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 21st MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have ee to Consolidated Fund 
(No. 1) Bill, without Amendment or : one ad 


RoyaL ASSENT.—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. Speaker es the Seat al Assent to Consolidated Fund in 1) Act, 
1902 cam 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill [by Order.]—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ... 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Major Rasch.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Round (Essex, Harwich) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 

Major Banes (West Ham, S.) PF 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N)... 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) _... 
Mr. Lours Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ‘ 


Question put, 


The House divided: Ayes, 166; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 84.) 
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Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


PrivaTE BiLts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED wiTH.)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.— 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill [Lords]. 

Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit Company Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time ii dle 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz.— 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ... 


Clay Cross Railway Bill; Cornwall Electric Power Bill (Prince of Wales’s 
Consent Signified) ; Erdington Tramways Bill; Finedon Urban District 
Water Bill; Middlesex County Council Tramways Bill; Shepton Mallet 
Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed... ™ wes tea ove 


Commercial Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; an Amendment made; Bill 
to be read the third time ms ima a ais saa 


Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board Bill; Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne Electric Supply Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time... re oes ane ses vin one ons ss eos 


North Eastern Railway Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—The Deputy 
Chairman presented Report by the Chairman of Committees of the House 
of Lords and the Deputy Chairman in the House of Commons to the 
Secretary for Scotland (in accordance with Standing Order 252, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899). 


That the General Order not complied with in respect of the Coat- 
bridge Gas Provisional Order ought to be dispensed with, and the Order 
allowed to proceed, provided that Clause 25 be struck out of the said Order. 


That the General Orders not complied with in respect of the Rothesay 

_ Tramways (Extensions) Provisional Order ought to be dispensed with, and 

the Order allowed to proceed, provided that the powers to construct Tram- 

ways Nos. 1 and 2 be struck out of the Order, and the consent of the 

County Council of Bute to so much of Tramway No. 3 as affects the interest 

of the County Council acting as Royal Authority, be proved before the 
Examiner. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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New Forest (Sale of Land for Public a age Bill.—Ordered, that 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills do examine the New Forest 
(Sale of Land for Public Purposes) Bill, with respect to compliance with 
the Standing Orders relative to Private "Bills. —(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 
Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock (Abandonment) Bill, without 
Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to authorise the 
Urban District Council of North Darley to construct waterworks and to 


supply water within the district ; and for other rr Bis Dale 
Water Bill [Lords] __... one soe ve - 


Darley Dale Water Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. ; pid ee ead 


PETITIONS. 


Ick CREAM SHops peeenennn BILL.—Petition from mam, in favour ; to lie 
= the Table .. ae oni sie os ose ons a 


ForEIGN CompPeTiING Goops.—Petitions for the imposition of a Customs 
Revenue Duty ; from Kidderminster ; Barrow-in-Furness ; Henley ; Fulham; 
and Leicester ; to lie upon the Table .. jie ne mee “ 


LICENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour; from Longsight; Great Grimsby ; 
Greasborough ; Ealing; Askham ; Sheffield ; Ampthill ; Bristol ; ne ; 
Eccles ; and Dewsbury ; ; to lie upon the Table va 


PusLic Housks (Hours or CLosine) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL.—Petitions in favour ; from Balavil ; Glasgow ; Montrose ;. Paisley ; 
and Perth ; to lie upon the Table i one os o 


RATING OF LAND VALUES.—Petition from Selkirk, for Sessile to lie upon 
the Table e i ws ; 


Suops BILu.—Petition from Wandsworth, against ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) BrLt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [Ordered, March 20th ; Mr. Gerald es to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 111.] 


RaILway, ETC., BILLs.—Return presented, relative thereto [Ordered, March 20th ; 
Mr. Gerald Bulfour| ; to lie upon the table and to be printed. [No. 112.]... 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Copy presented, 
of Amending General Order for the regulation of proceedings under and in 
pursuance of The Private “eee ‘Procedure ae: Act, 1899 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


CotontaL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report 351 (Jamaica, 
Annual Report for 1900-1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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Soutn Arrica (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Des ee by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated February 8th, 1902, relative to — scipienaaa in 
South Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the Table . 


Arrica (No. 3, 1902).—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the Rising 
of the Mullah M ween A Abdullah in Somaliland and consequent Military 
Operations, 1901-2 (in continuation of Africa — 5, — [by cascarmaun 
to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REporTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual Ser‘es, Nos. 2750 to 2753 [by innaatin' to lie 
upon the Table . . os + 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—REFUGEE Camps.—Question, Mr. Lambert, (Devonshire, 
South Molton); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies again J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) , . 


ORANGE River Cotony—FLoccine or NaTIvEs.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain = 


DISEASE AMONG THE Troops—SPECIAL SANITARY INQUIRY.—Question, Sir” 


Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The rete of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ‘ 


Messrs. HovuLtpEerR Broruers’ ContTract.—Questions, Mr. Alfred Davies 
(Carmarthen Boroughs); Answers, Mr. Brodrick and The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) : ‘ 


INCREASE OF ARMY Pay.—Question, Mr. Colston (Gloucestershire, Thornbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... nee =P ee oa ve or ant 


Remount OFFicERS—ALLEGED SPECULATIONS. —Question, Mr. Yoxall (Not- 
tinghamshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick we a be ms 


PEAK HoreL Barracks, Hone KoncG.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick _ sai ee ee 


AMMUNITION FOR RIFLE CLUBS.—Question, Mr. wend Hobhouse paaguaaies 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae ; a iis 


Pay OF RoyaL MARINES. ren Mr. enn pees Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... ‘ i“ = + “0 na 


Hone Kone Navat Yarp ACCOUNTS. ee Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... “ aes , ne ee Pi oes ree 


ANGLO-JAPANESE AGREEMENT. — Question, Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, 
Hallam) ; Answer, The Under rr of State for ries Affairs wea 
Cranborne, Rochester) .. » 


REBELLION IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts eaten saan W. D3 : 
Answer, Lord Cranborne , 


BritisH CONSULAR OFFICE AT Koper, JAPAN.—Question, Mr. Weir ; ramen 
Lord Cranborne.. : ¥? i be eds 
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WELSBACH INCANDESCENT MANTLES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croy don) 


FLASH POINT OF PETROLEUM. Seemed Mr. Tully apna 8.) ; foamniie 
Mr. Ritchie : ‘a vee ‘ ‘~ 


LiGHT RAILWAYS IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


HorsSE BREEDING FROM DISEASED STALLIONS. — Question, Mr. Lambert ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


PosTAL ORDER COUNTERFOILS.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the anata _ Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 


shire, E.) 


Post OFFICE CONTRACTS — COMPENSATION FOR INJURED EMPLOYEES.— 
Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ane 


GEOLOGICAL SuRVEY.—Question, Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board ae Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) . 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING AT BARRA HEAD.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) acu os oes 


PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE RoOMS—VENTILATION ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) ; Answer, The First Commissioner 
of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. ‘Augustines) eee 


HAMILTON-SYNGE Estate—CountTy ARMAGH.—Question, Mr. John Campbell 
(Armagh, 8.); Answer, The Chief ehtseats for Ireland _ vn 
Dover) 


LOUGHSHENNY agp ailaaamapi Mr. koe a Co. sche senna 
Mr. Wyndhan ... ‘ . ‘ s0 es 


IRisH NATIONAL BoaRD OF EpucATION.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham om 6s oun se 


Mortey Estate, County CAvAn.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Irish Light—“ IERNE” FaTALity. Masui Mr. chanics ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ... er “ad i é , ana wii Ks 


SHEEP’s Heap, BANTRY BAy—SuGGESTED LIGHTHOUSE. neat, Mr. deanna 
(Cork Co., W.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; ‘ 


TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION BETWEEN DUBLIN AND SIIGO. aang Mr. 
Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ti 


Lonpon WATER BiLu.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  ... ne 


Mr. Drtton’s SuspENsIon.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond disaneumainen 
Answers, Mr. Speaker and Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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Grocers’ Certificates (Scotland) Bill—Order for Second Reading upon 
Wednesday next read and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


Leave given to present another Bill instead thereof.—(Sir James Fergusson.) 


Grocers’ Certificates (Scotland) (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To amend the Law of Scot- 
land as to Grocers’ Certificates,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 133.] re on eee om 


woe 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


London Water Bill—That they have appointed a Committee consisting of 
five Lords to join with a Committee of the Commons pursuant to Message 
of this House, “ That it is expedient that the London Water Bill be com- 
mitted to a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons,” and propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee Room A on Monday the 14th of 
April next, at two o’clock eee 


Lords Message considered. 


Ordered, That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords Committee 
as proposed by their Lordships ... 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 
NEW BILLS. 


SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors (LICENCES) (IRELAND).—Bill to amend the 
Law relating to issue of Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors in 
Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Clancy, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Mooney, and Mr. T. L. Corbett. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill—‘To amend the 
Law relating to the issue of Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
in Ireland,” presented and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 21st April, and to be printed. [Bill 134.] ... 


LocaL GOVERNMENT AcT (1888) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Local 
Government Act, 1888, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Spear, Mr. Duke, 
Mr. Channing, and Mr. Schwann. 


Local Government Act (1888) Amendment Bill—‘ To amend the Local 
Government Act, 1888,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 15th April, and to be printed. - [Bill 135] 


INFANT Lire Protection Act (1897) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Infant 
Life Protection Act, 1897, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Spear, Mr. Duke, 
Mr. Peel, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. Cawley. 


Infant Life Protection Act (1897) Amendment Bill—‘“To amend the 
Infant Life Protection Act, 1897,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 15th April, and to be printed. [Bill 136] 


Registration (Scotland) Acts Amendment (Glasgow) Bill.—‘“ To amend 
the Registration (Scotland) Acts in respect of the machinery for the 
registration of lodger voters in Glasgow,” presented by Mr. Cameron 
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Corbett, under Standing Order 31 ; supported by Mr. Baird, Mr. Cross, Mr. 
Law, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, and Mr. John Wilson (St. Rollox) ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 137. , 


iiondon Water Bill. 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Resolution of the House of 
the 3rd day of March relative to the London Water Bill, which was 
ordered to be communicated to the Lords, and the message from the 
Lords of the 13th day of March, signifying their concurrence in the 
said Resolution, be read. 

“That the London Water Bill be committed to a Select Committee of five 
members, to be nominated by the Committee of Selection, to be joined 
with a Committee of Lords. 

“That all petitions against the Bill already presented in the House or 
deposited in the Private Bill Office on or before the 25th day of March, 
1902, be referred to the Committee ; that the petitioners praying to 
be heard by themselves, their Counsel, Agents, or Witnesses be heard 
against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill, 

“That the Committee have power to send for persons, Papers, and records. 

“That three be the quorum. 

“That a message be sent to the Lords to acquaint their Lordships that the 
London Water Bill has been committed to five Members of this House, 
to be joined with a Committee of Lords, pursuant to the Resolution of 
the House of the 3rd day of March, and to the Message from the 
Lords of the 13th day of March, signifying their concurrence thereto.” 
—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ... 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ... 


Amendment proposed — 


“ Line 9, to leave out the words ‘25th day of March,’ and insert 
the words ‘8th day of April.’”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Resolution.” 


Mr. Walter Long ... 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Wi eveidubive, Rugby) 
Mr. Walter Long ... 


Sir F. Dixon-Hartland ( Middlesex, U. ebridge) 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.)... ‘ 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 188 ; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 85.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


Captain Norton... 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) 
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Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Lords to aquaint their Lordships 
that the London Water Bill has been committed to five Members of this 
House, to be joined with a Committee of Lords, pursuant to the 
Resolution of the House of the 3rd day of March, and to the Message 
from the Lords of the 13th day of March signifying their concurrence 


thereto. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. The 
(In the Committee.) TH 


{Mr. JerrrEys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
ArMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. PRI 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That asum not exceeding £332,000 
be granted to his Majesty, to defray the charge for the salaries and 
miscellaneous charges of the War Office, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 





Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) aes a - ‘0 sla ..» 740 § Pri 
Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) .. ve jas ina .- 748 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton)... ~ on a . 746 

Mr. Morrison (Wiltshire, Wilton) +e io ‘ev bis oe 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. ene _ ins aos ot oe 
Colonel Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) sie , on seni . T5T 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) as sake + 761 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) . on coe By “a <<. On p 
Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley)... sue ace ee ae 768 PR 
Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek)... one ose oe bie as oa 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple)... one eos ove ... 1770 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) . ose ose ide eh ee 

Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) si de aa 
Major Evans Gordon (Towers Hamlets, Stepney) _ = oa 

Mr, Peel (Manchester, 8.)... oe _ an .-» 782 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. one on ian i ... 783 

Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N. ) . on ous as ... 784 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Iikeston)... _ ni sone = 787 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ao 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) «oe ©6795 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... 802 

Mr. Brodrick os * es ann ... 806 

Sir John Colomb (Great Ya armouth) a a - ... 807 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) on one ... 809 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... ‘ one ass wits .. 810 9 P 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Army Annual Bill.—Sreconp Reapinc.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed—* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ius _ ise oA -o- “812 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ie om ao SY 
Question Put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o’clock till Monday next. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 24TH MARCH, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Waysand Means ... 813 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CoOMPLIED wiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time net ve sin «. 818 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time nie wee én ». 813 
PrIvATE Bitts [LorDs] STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED wiTH.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
Caterham and District Gas Bill [Lords]. 
Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [Lords]. 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]. 
North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Tyne Improvement Commission Bill {Lords}. 
Wrexham Water Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time me mn ee .. 813 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time Tomorrow ... i .. 814 
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Post OrricE Sites Bitt (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred pursuant to the Order of the House of the 19th day of March, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :— 


Post Office Sites Bill ... “ 


Kent Electric Power Bill.—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time ... ‘ aa ae A # a 


Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill magia ; Great hemes 
Railway Bill.—Read a second time, and committed .. 


wae 7 Gas —. aa aa with Amendments ; a to lie upon the 
able... —  « we 


PETITIONS. 


ForEIGN ComPETING Goops.—Petitions for the imposition of a Customs 
Revenue Duty: From Nottingham ; Leeds ; Huddersfield ; and Bradford 
(Yorks) ; to lie upon the Table ase 


LIcENSING BrILu.—Petitions in favour: From Cilcain; Oswestry; South 
Lambeth (two) ; and Newcastle upon Tyne ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Govan, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; a “tn job 


Lonpon WATER BILL.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) ; 
From Great Western Railway Company ; ; Kingston upon Thames Corpora- 
tion ; Incorporated Law Society ; South Essex Water Works Company ; 
Midland Railway Company ; West Ham Corporation ; London, Brighton, 
and South Coast Railway Company ; Battersea Borough Council ; London 
and North Western Railway Company; Camberwell Borough Council ; 
Ilford Urban District Council ; East London Waterworks Company ; Grand 
Junction Waterworks Company ; and Essex County Council ; referred to 
the Select Committee on the Bill sn 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL.—Petition of the 
Women Graduates of London and other Universities, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


Pusuic Houses (Hours oF Ciosinc) (ScoTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Coldstream ; Sutherland ; Gallatown ; 
Morton ; Arderseir ; and Ballinluig (two) ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Ratinc oF LAND VALUES.—Petitions for legislation ; from Burnley ; Salford ; 
and Mossley (two); to lie upon the Table... + eos sas on 


RoyaL DEcLARATION.--Petition from Liverpool against alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table ove coe eee oe ove ose soe eee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899. asia iteaenie 
21st March] to be printed. [No. 113.] , 
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- Pustic Accounts (NAvy VoTEs).—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
e 20th March, 1902, authorising the temporary application of surpluses on 
ig certain Navy Votes for the year 1901-2 to meet excesses on other Navy 
h, Votes for the same year [pursuant to Resolution of the House of 4th March, 
h, 1879] ; to lie upon the Table ... one ont “ao one vn .. 816 


gq] RatLways ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the City and Brixton Railway Bill and the objects thereof [pur- 

3; | suant to Standing Order 158A]; referred to the Committee on the Bill ... 816 
81 


lnisH LAND COMMISSION (RULES).—Copy presented, of Rules made by the 








al Irish Land Commission as to proceedings under The Purchase of Land 
814 (Ireland) Act, 1889, and The Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Act 1901, 
dated the 14th March, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ane 816 
i 814) Irish Lanp Commission (RULES).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the Irish 
Land Commission as to Temporary Assistant Commissioners, dated the 
14th March, 1902, [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... ae ace ... 816 
ns CHarITy CoMMISSION (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented of Forty- 
rd ninth Report of the Charity Commissioners for —. and Wales [by 
.- 814 Command]; to lie upon the Table... 816 
th BoARD OF EpucATION.—Copy presented, of Regulations for Evening Schools, 
- 61 from Ist er 1902, to 31st July, 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table... ee wee ese eee oe ee bee .. 816 
un, 
815§ ScHooLs or ScrENcE.—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 17th Jan- 
uary ; Sir William Anson]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; 
) ; [No. 114.] ia <a |! ee” ae ae 
ra- 
y; CoLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Reports, No. 352 
on, (Cocos — Annual ee for ai [by Least. to lie upon the 
- Table... ose ane .. 816 
U ; 
nd TREATY SERIES (No. 6, 1902).—Copy presented, of Treaty between the United 
” Kingdom and the United States of America relative to the establishment 
15, of a communication by Ship Canal between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 
Signed at Washington, 18th November, 1901. Ratifications exchanged at 
ihe Washington, 21st February, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
lie 81 Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House— ... «a. 80 
1. CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS, LOoNDON.—Further Return relative thereto 
_ [ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson|; to be printed. [No. 
ie 115.) ... a. | ak. ck, oP) ae. | aes ee 
di: 2. Inquiry INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF CARMARTHEN).—Further Return 
8 relative thereto [ordered 10th ee. 1898 ; Mr. Grant Lawson}; to be 
printed. [No. 116.] ... ‘ ae a6 os ... 818 
to 


.-» 815) CasuaLtres To Suips.—Return ordered of casualties to ships, in the form set 
out below, showing the date, the name and class of the ship damaged, the 
nature of the accident, the number of persons injured, the number of deaths 
(if any), the result of any inquiry that may have been held into the 

ted circumstances, and time in dockyard for repairs, during the year ending the 

os 31st day of Jecember, 1901 :— 
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| Name and Number of | Number of | | Result of in- | Time in Dock- 
Class of Nature of | persons in- | deaths (if | quiry (if yard for 
Date. Ship. accident. jured. | any). any). repairs. 
| | | | 
. ; } 
—(Mr. Lough.) ... wii oa <a ‘i eb 818 

REDEMPTION OF QUIT AND CROWN RENTS IN IRELAND.—Return ordered, 
“showing all sums received for the redemption or purchase of Quit and 
Crown Rents in Ireland, and how this Capital has been disposed of (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 172, of Session 1898).—(Mr. 
Carew) dl ies nee Sea ~ oes ae ime co OED 

QUESTIONS. 

SourH AFRICAN WaAR— PEACE OVERTURES.—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for AY ar 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ie ee saa — sw. OH 

ASSISTANCE FOR DISTRESSED LOYALISTS.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Car- 
marthen Boroughs) ; Answer, The = of State for the Colonies aie 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, fe , j ‘ . 818 

Press CENSORSHIP.—Question, Mr. Burdett Coutts aaateitiads Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick pe vo os ‘ , ons “a i ae 

TWEEBOSCH ENGAGEMENT. Tinea, Sir me © Gurdon iene N. ); 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. see — i 819 

Mgssrs. Houtpers’ CoNnTRACTS.—Questions, Mr. Alfred Davies ; Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) and the waned to the — oe: Arnold- Forster, 
Belfast, W.) ‘ ; . 820 

WynserG HospiraL—Roman CATHOLIC CHAPLAIN.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley on on wie .-. 820 

ReMOUNTS—COLLECTION OF WILD Horses FROM THE VELDT. oes Mr. 
Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i .-. 82) 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES. acne Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley od eee .. 821 

CorpDITE CoNTRACTS.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolvy waar ws and Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick int 

RECRUITING IN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICTs. rn Mr. Mansfield (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) ; Answer, Lord Stanley eee oe ons ... 822 

UNEXPENDED BALANCES. “vgueeian Mr. James iad —— sas tips ie 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . , . 823 

Hone Kone Derences.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 823 
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Hong KONG GOVERNMENT ESTABLISHMENTS. ADMISSION 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 


OF CIVILIANS. 


CONNELMORE BRICKFIELDS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord Stanley 


BritisH Gt 


JERAT—PLAGUE OF Rats.-Question, Mr. Weir ; 


Answer, The 


Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing.) 


INDIAN PUB 


(Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


HonbU 


RAS 


Answer, 


Lic Works Expenpirure.—Question, Mr. Henry J. Wilson 


JOHN M‘GUINNES CLAIM.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 5.) ; 


The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord 
Cranborne, Rochester) ... as oa ea Rs: te vee 


(QUALIFICATION OF INSPECTORS OF FACTORIES. —Question, Mr. David Thomas 


(Merthyr Tydvil) ; 


ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


EARTHENWARE TRADE—NEW RULEs.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


EMPLOYMENT OF FOREIGNERS IN COAL MINEs.—Question, Mr. David Thomas ; 
Answer, ‘ nhe 


Mr. Ritchie 


TREGARON FATALITY—CorRONER AND Factory INspecror.—Question, Mr. 
Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Grove PARK WoRKHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. 


Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) aed ne son 


Post OFFICE 
Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Financial 


Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 


CIVIL 


SERV 


-THE POSTMASTER GENERAL AND EMPLOYEES 


Thomas ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 


FOREIGN 


NEw 


N TRAWLERS IN THE Moray FirtH.—Question, Mr. 
The Solicitor General for Scotland (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


WAR 


OrFicE BUILDINGS.—Question, Captain Norton 


Grant Lawson, 


DEPUTATIONS.— 


Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.)... 


1cE—Upper Division APppoiINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. David 


Weir; Answer, 


and Mr. Bartley 


(Islington, N.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ms a ie 


BENEVOLENT SOCIETY OF St. Patrick, LONDON.—Question, 
Answer, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. Griffith Boscawen, 
Kent, Tunbridge) oa ae 


Mr. MacVeagh ; 


BeLrast Pustic Meat Contracts.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘es 


NewcastLe (County Dow s) RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Pergo ve is a es es te ee wie us 
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Lapourers’ CoTraGEs IN THE KILLARNEY Union.—Question, Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Ais 7 i “i 


Apsoun Estate, County LiMerick.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


HovusinG or Irish LABourRERS.—Questions, Mr. Lundon and Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy (Limerick, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish RestipeENT MAGIsTRACY.—Question, Capt. Donelan (Cork Co., E.):; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a aw pis as ta 


Wuire Estare, BANtrRy.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly Cork Co., W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham aii is — : 


HovusinG oF I[RtsH FISHERMEN.—Question, Mr. Sheehan’ (Cork Co., Mid) : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Goops Rates oN Irish RAILWAYs.—Question, Mr. Joyee (Limerick) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


LABOURERS’ ACTS AMENDMENT.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary 
Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TiprpERARY LABOURERS’ CoTraGe INQuIRy.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Roya Irisa CONSTABULARY—-TEMPLEMORE DEMONSTRAVION.—Question, Mr. 
Kendal O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


BoyLe STREET MARKETS.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


EX-SERGEANT SHERIDAN—CLAIM FOR CATTLE MAIMING.—Question, Mr. 
Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CONSOLIDATION OF IRISH LAND Acts.—-Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Crimes Act PROSECUTIONS.—Question, Mr. Conor O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


[nish PARLIAMENTARY REGISTERS. Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham is sn ee 
Dromore DIsTURBANCES.— Question, Mr. MacVeagh: Answer, the Attorney 
General for [reland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Lorp FARNHAM’s EstateE—RENT ARREARS.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor : 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


LimericK Post OFFICE—VOLUNTARY SERVICE OF CLERKS.—Question, Mr. 

Joyce ; Answer, Mr. Limerick... 

DvuBLIN PARCELS Post—ENGINE Room STAFF GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
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DroMIn Cross PostaAL ARRANGEMENTS.— Questions, Mr. Lundon and Mr. 


O'Shaughnessy ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 


SCOTTISH SCHOOL BoaRD EDUCATION REGISTER.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


THE SUSPENSION OF Mr. DILLON.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, Mr. Speaker and Mr. A. J 
Balfour ee ae = re a ds ee ae ae 


Mr. Swier MACNEILL AND THE “ DAtLy TeLecrapu.”—Personal Explanation, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill 


BUSINESS OF THZ Hovusk.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs). 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Vr. A. 2 Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to make further provision with respect to education in England 
and Wales.”-— (Wr. A. J. Dalfour.) 


Sir HH. Caumpbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burgis) 
Sir Richard Jebh (¢ ‘cambridge University) 

Dr. Macnamara (Cambe re 1D 

Earl Pe crey (Aeusington, : S.) 

Wr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 

Sir William Anson (Oxford University) 

Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough)... 

Sir Albert Pollit (Is lington, N. ) 

Vr. Humphreys- Owen ( Montgomerys hire) 

Vr. Seely (Lincoln). 

Vr. Bryce ( ye tae see 

The Attorney General (Sir Robert I ‘inlay, Eeearwee SS » Burghs) 
Ur. 1. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Se otlund) ... 
Mr. He nry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ma 
Mr. Alfred Hutton ( Yorkshire, W.R., Morle q) 
Sir John Dovington (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) 


(Juestion put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 176; Noes, 23. (Division List No. 86.) 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a Bill to make further provision 
with respect to education in England and Wales, and that Mr. Balfour, 
Sir John Gorst, Mr. Walter Long, and Mr. Attorney General do_pre- 
pare and bring it in. 


Education (England and Wales) Bill._-To make further provision with re- 
spect to Education in England and Wales, presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 7th April, and to be 
printed. [B ill 138. ] e2 
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Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in 
Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; Bill read the third time, 
and passed Ba ee: vee 3s ie She ‘ie Sion ... 966 
Army (Annuval) Bill. 
Considered in the Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
Clauses agreed to, 
SCHEDULE, 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... ee vr se3 ro ae snc 
Schedule agreed to. 
Bill reported without Amendment ; to be read the third time Tomorrow. 
Labour Bureaux (London) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1— 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Tuesday, 8th April. 
SUSPENSION OF Mr. Ditton (20th Marcu, 1902). 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) s Se 


Resolved, That the suspension of Mr. Dillon, ordered on the 20th day of 
March, do continue for one week from that date—(Mr. A. J. Bulfour.) 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 25TH MARCH, 1902. 
lhe House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—The Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 969 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North Metropolitan Tramways Bill; Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 

Sty Albert Roilitt (Islington, 8.) ... a wil wes me .. 969 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, EB.) ... ey rr 5 a an a See 
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Mr. Hay (Shoreditch Hoxton) 


Mr. Bigwood (Middlesex, Bre ntford) 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, 7¥. ) 


Question put and agreed to 
Bill read a second time and committed 
Sir Albert Rollitt 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the North Metropolitan Tramways Pill to inquire, if 
they see fit, as to the present service of cars of the company during the 
night, and in respect of the hours at which such cars should be run, 
and to provide accordingly.” —(Sir Albert Rollitt.) 


Mr. Hay 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the words ‘if they see fit.’ ”—(M?r. Clawle Huy.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Instruction.” 


The Deputy Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. Jefireus, Hampshire, N.) 
Mr. Hay = bes ee =e be aa ee 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Committee on the North 
Metropolitan Tramways Bill to inquire, if they see fit, as to the 
present service of cars of the company during the night, and in respect 
of the hours at which such cars should be run, and to provide 
accordingly. 


PrivarE Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep WitH).)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into, and which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.— 


Darley Dale Water Bill { Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time 


ProviIsiONAL OrDER BILLs [Lorps] (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). - 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
are applicable, viz. : 


Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill {Lords}. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a Second Time tomorrow 


Commercial Gas Bill ; Higham Ferrers and Rushden Water Board Bill. —Read 
the third time, and passed , ia 
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City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill : City of London (Streets) Bill : 
Great Western Railway (Crumlin Viaduct) Bill :—As amended, considered : 
to be read the third time. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. —Read a second time, 
and committed beh aha <—e ai vets ey Be a 


Evectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL  OrpERS (No. 2).—-Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Beeston, Carnarvon, Eston, Hebden 
Bridge, Mytholmroyd, Otley, South Bank in Normanby, Stockton (Rural 
District), Thornaby-on-Tees, and Tipton, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Evectric Lighting PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3).-—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Abram, Holyhead, Hucknall Torkard, 
Leyland, Louth, Penarth, Saddleworth, Springhead, Tyldesley-with-Shak 
erley, and Westhoughton, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. “To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 188s, relating to Beeston, Carnarvon, Eston, Hebden Bridge, 
Mytholmroyd, Otley, South Bank in Normanby, Stockton (Rural District), 
Thornaby-on-Tees, and Tipton,” presented, and read the first time ; to he 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 139. ] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electrie Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 188s, relating to Abram, Holybead, Hucknall Torkard, 
Leyland, Louth, Penarth, Saddleworth, Springhead, Tyldesley-with-Shakerlev, 
and Westhoughton,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 140| 


Grand Junction Water Bill; Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill ; 
Furness Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; Midland Railway Bill; Kent 
Water Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed 


PETITIONS. 
Cueap TrAtNs Bui..—Petition from Fulham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY Eptucation.—-Petitions for alteration of Law: From Wingate : 
and Hyde ; to lie upon the Table. 


ForreIGN CoMPETING Goons. — Petitions for the imposition of a Customs Revenue 
Duty : From Glasgow ; Coventry ; Islington; Liverpool ; Cardiff ; and 
Newecastle-on-Tyne ; to lie wpon the Table. oe 


FRESHWATER Fis (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From Dumfries 
and Galloway ; Kinross-shire ; and Lochleven ; to lie upon the Table. 


HousinG OF THE WorKING CLASSES AND Rating Biti.— Petitions from 
Fulham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
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LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table 


LICENSING BILL.—Petitions, in favour: From Newcastie-upon-Tyne ; Whiston ; 
Bolton ; Kilkhampton (two); Leeds ; Saddleworth; Chorley ; London ; 
West Kensington ; Cottenham ; Preston ; Kensington ; Torquay ; 
Birmingham ; East Ham; Wanstead ; and Bury; to lie upon the Table 


LoNpON WATER BILL.-—Petition of the Corporation of London, against 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table is bes aie on om 


LoNvoN WATER BILL.—Petitions against (praying to be heard by Counsel) : 
From Borough of Ealing ; East Ham Urban District Council ; Twickenham 
Urban Distriet Council ; Provincial Water Companies Association ; West- 
minster Corporation ; Hornsey Urban District Council ; Barnet District 
Gas and Water Company ; Southwark and Vauxhall Water Company and 
others; Walthamstow Urban District Council; Proprietors of Lambeth 
Water Works: New River Company ; Governor and Company of Chelsea 
Water Works ; Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee ; Sir William Crookes 
and James Dewar : Hackney Corporation ; Kent County Council ; Becken- 
ham Urban District Council; Dartford Urban District Council ; Bromley 
Urban District Council ; Erith Urban District Council ; Chislehurst Urban 
District Council; Surbiton Urban District Council; Wimbledon Urban 
District Council ; Bromley Rural District Council ; Dartford Rural District 
Council ; Sevenoaks Rural District Council ; Metropolitan District Railway 
Company ; London and South Western Railway Company ; Surrey County 
Council ; Corporation of Croydon ; Kent Water Company ; Great Central 
Railway Company ; London and North Western Railway, Midland Railway 
and the North London Railway Companies ; Tottenham Urban District 
Council; North London Railway Company; South West Suburban 
Water Company; Great Eastern Railway Company; Great Northern 
Railway Company: Metropolitan Railway Company; Barking Urban 
District Council ; Finchley Urban District Council ; Hertfordshire County 
Council, and of the Urban District Councils of Cheshunt, Hoddesdon, and 
Ware, and of the Rural District Council of Ware; Association for 
promoting the Equitable Rating of Reservoirs ; City and South London 
Railway Company ; Middlesex County Council ;| Sunbury-on-Thames 
Urban District Council : Company of Proprietors of the West Middlesex 
Waterworks and others; South Eastern Railway Company and South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway Companies Managing Committee ; London 
County Council ; London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Company : Colne 
Valley Water Company ; Berkshire County Council ; and Wiltshire County 
Council ; referred to the Select Committee on the Bill 


PADAYCHI, ViRABADRA. Petition from Virabadra Padaychi, for inquiry into his 
case : to lie upon the Table 


Pustic Houses (Hours or Ciosine) (ScoTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Bit..-Petitions in favour: From Rothesay ; North Walls; Birsay ; Car- 
noustie ; and Burra ; to lie upon the Table oe tee 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. —Petitions against : From Neweastle-ipon-Tyne ; 
and Tynemouth ; to lie upon the Table ve Be 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiguoRsS ON SUNDAY BILt.- -Petitions in favour ; From 
Paddington ; Chorley : Cheltenham; West Kilburn; and Birmingham ; to 
lie upon the Table 
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SHop Ciups Biti-— Petition from Mid Cornwall, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table Fre. mi tee re ts 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pupitic Accounts (NAvy VOores).—Paper [presented 24th March] to be 
printed, [No. 117] sa nA al vib i a 


IRtsH LAND Comission (RULES).—Paper [presented 24th March] to be 
printed. [No. 118] Pe +? i as ee sas sii 


Irish LAND ComMission (RULES). Paper [presented 24th March} to he 
printed. [No. 119] i ae oP ae 3 


East INpDIA Opium.— Return [presented 20th March] to be printed. | No, 120] 


EXPLOSIONS (NOBEL’S EXPLOSIVES Factory aT ARDEER, AYRSHIRE). Copy 
presented, of Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Explosives, to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending an explosion of nitro-glycerine which 
occurred in one of the final washing-houses of the factory of Nobel's 
Explosives Company, Limited, at Ardeer, near Stevenston, Ayrshire, on the 
9th January, 1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANT SuipptnG Act, 1894.—Copy presented of Order in Council of 
24th March, 1902, revoking certain Orders in Council approving regulations 
relating to the lettering, numbering, and registering of British sea fishing 
hoats, and substituting regulations in lieu thereof [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table ia 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).—Copy presented, of statement of increases and decreases 
in the Volunteer Force | by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2754 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 


LuNACY (SCOTLAND). Copy presented, of forty-fourth annual Report of the 
General Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland {by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


PorpuLATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, AND REPRESENTATION.—Address for 
“Return showing (1) the number of Members of the House of Commons 
allotted to England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland in 1800, 1832, 1868, and 
1885 respectively ; (2) the number of Members, the estimated population, 
and the number of electors for England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland 
respectively in 1585 and 1902, with the average population and the average 
number of electors to each Member; (3) the twenty constituencies having 
in 1885 and 1902 respectively (v) the largest number of electors per 
Member, and (/) the smallest number of electors per Member, with the 
number of electors in each case, and also the population in 1901; (4) a list 
of the constituencies in the United Kingdom, with the number of electors 
ia 1885 and 1902 respectively, and the population in 1901.”—( Mr. Plummer) 
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DEATHS OF CHILDREN IN METROPOLITAN WorKHOUSES.—Return ordered, 
“showing the total number of children (other than children of vagrants) 
under three years of age, who died in workhouses and separate Poor Law 
infirmaries in London during the year 1901”. -(Sir Walter Foster) ... 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES.—Return ordered, “ of the amounts of 
British Government Securities held by the several Government Depart- 
ments and other Publie Offices on the 31st day of March, 1902, specifying 
whether held in England or Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 115, of Session 1901) :— 
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| 
| 
| Local £2? per 
£2} per | £2} per | £21 per Loans Cent. £2} per 
Cent. Cents. | (i: : y t3 per Guaranteed Cent. War 
Consols. (1905). | — Cent. Land Loan.’ 
| Stock. Stock. 


Treasury Bills. 


of years. 


Annuities for terms 
Exchequer Bonds and 


Other Securities. 








(Wr. Austen Chambe rlain) 
QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE RumMouRs.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) : 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Mr. ALBERT CARTWRIGHT’s CAsSE.—Questions, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick : sia 2S <e 


Mr. D. J. Detver.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick hi = = ve whe wes 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY EpuCATION. Question, Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lanea- 
shire, W esthoughton) 


RESERVISTS’ PAy.——Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S$.W.) ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley tes ? 


Hong Kong OrDNANCE YArRD—RiIGHTS OF CIVILIANS TO Visit GOVERNMENT 
ESTABLISHMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ... 


StAFF ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ... ; a ste ete ee aa 
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KHARTOUM BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord Stanley 


ARMOUR PLATE CONTRACTS.—Question, Mr. James Hope (Sheftield, Bright- 
side) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) ‘ : ete aia ae ans : ‘ 


RELIEF OF INDIAN FINANCES. Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) : 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) ... ote R bee as 


DELHI Coronation Dtrear.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


INDIAN ARMY—EXTRA PAy.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


Bunonic PLacvue at Hone Kono.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


New HeBripes.__Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury); Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain... He ey ae cnr 


Cairo Fox Huntinc AFrratr.-—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


Russia AND PerstA—RAILWAY AND OTHER CONCESSIONS.—Questions, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Lord Cranborne 


Honpuras—Mr. MGUNNE’s CLAIM.--Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; 
Answer, Lord Cranborne 


CORONATION MEDALS.—Question, Mr. Helder (Whitehaven): Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) iy 


CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES AND INCOME TAX.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Joint Stock CoMPANIES ACTS —SUGGESTED EXTENSION TO GUERNSEY AND 
JERSEY.-Question, Sir Edward Sassoon ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


BANNS OF MARRIAGE -IRTHLINGBOROUGH DispuTE. —Question, Mr. Channing ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


METROPOLITAN PoLicE —RENT ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Balfour (Mid- 
dlesex, Hornsey) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ‘ 


PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY RATES FoR Foreign Propuce.—Question, Major 
Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... ees 


PROVISION FOR PAUPER CHILDREN—GUILDFORD SCHEME.—Question, Mr. 
Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


West LonpoN PAUPER CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Flower; Answer, Mr. Grant 
Layson ae 
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SMALLPOX ReETURNS.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) : 


Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 993 
CORONATION CELEBRATIONS —-EXPENDITURE OF PUBLIC FUNDs.— Question, Sir 
Albert Rollit ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson... pee ina ee ... 994 
LocAL GOVERNMENT Boarp—Uprrr Diviston CLERKs.— Question, Mr. David 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson = 995 
VoLUNTARY SCHOOLS (MANAGERS AND SUBSCRIBERS).—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 995 
REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) : 
Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson i ar ” 996 
HyprE ScHooLs.— Question, Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton); Answer, Mr. 
Grant Lawson ; 2 996 
TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION WITH THE House.— Question, Sir Charles Cayzer 
(Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 3 996 
SICK-LEAVE REGULATIONS IN THE Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain = : 997 
KILMALLOCK PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS. —Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 997 
UNAUTHORISED Usk oF THE RoyaL ARMs.—Question, Mr. Lees Knowles 
(Salford, W.) ; Answer, The Solicitor General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin 
University) 998 
CoNGESTED Districts (SCOTLAND) BoArp, Question, Mr. Weir: Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire)  ... ae «ee 990 
KILLARNEY Urpan Councit.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.): Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... a .. =999 
IkISH PARLIAMENTARY AND JurY Lists Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham me aed 999 
TypHorw Frver in Boyite Union. Question, Mr. Tully; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ae ea ike oa a ‘Sa Ke a ... 999 
Irish County Councin QuoruMs.—-Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Sai 1000 
CarrLe BREEDING IN IRELAND.-Question, Mr. O'Neill (Antrim, Mid) : Answer, 
Mr, Wyndham ; 1000 
KitmaLtock LAND APpPEALS.—-Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy ; Answer, Mr. 
- ‘ fi 1001 


Wyndham 
SUBORDINATION OF EVIDENCE IN IRELAND. Question, Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkemny,s.): 
Answer, the Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 1001 


Thomas; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 1002 
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WILLESDEN AUXILIARY POSTMAN’S SICK PAy.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


MunicipaL TRADING CoMMITTEES.—Question, Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PrivaTE Bint LeGisLaTion.—Question, Mr. Loder (Brighton); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour a We ; 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Mr. Bryce; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


Selection (London Water Bill),—Mr. Woprnovse reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had nominated the following five 
Members to serve on the Joint Committee of Lords and Commons on_ the 
London Water Bill:—-Sir William Arrol, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir 
James Kitson, Mr. M‘Crae, and Sir Edgar Vincent. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
BUSINESS OF THE House, THE ADJOURNMENT FOR EASTER.- 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Government business have 
precedence this day, and that at the conclusion of such business Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put, and that tomorrow 
the House at its rising do adjourn until Monday, the 7th of April, and 
at the conclusion of the proceedings on the Shop Clubs Bill Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.’—(J/r. 
A. JF. Balfour.) 


Mr. John Redinond (Waterford) : oe a es - 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Mr, Power (Waterford, E.) a ss si 

Mr. Delaney (Queen's Co., Ossory) ... 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... ss 

Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ... ao ae sad ” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Survey, Guildford) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) F aah ae ; 

Amendment proposed — 


“To leave out from the word ‘ April’ to the end of the Question.” 
Mr. Flynn. 


Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—-Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 87.) 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That Government business have precedence this day, and that at 
the conclusion of such business Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
Without Question put, and that tomorrow the House at its rising do 
adjourn until Monday the 7th of April, and at the conclusion of 
proceedings on the Shop Clubs Bill Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
without Question put. 
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NEW BILLS. 
Trade Disputes Bill.“ To legalise the peaceful conduct of trade disputes,” 
presented by Sir Charles Dilke, under Standing Order 31; supported by 
Mr. Belland Mr. M’Kenna ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 28th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 141] 1030 
Sunday Trading (Scotland) Bill.—“ For the regulation and control of Sunday 
trading in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Cameron Corbett, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Law, Mr. John Wilson (St. Rollox), Mr. 
Hunter Craig, Mr. Bryce and Mr. Pirie; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 7th April, and to be printed. [Bill 143] - 1030 
Clubs Registration (Scotland) Bil].—‘“ For the registration and regulation 
of Clubs in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Cameron Corbett, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Law, Mr. John Wilson (St. Rollox), Mr. 
Hunter Craig, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Pirie, and Sir Lewis M’Iver; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 7th April, and to be printed. [Bill 144] .-» 1030 
LAND PURCHASE Acts (IRELAND) AMENDMENT. 
The Chief Seeretury for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) « 1031 
Motion made and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to further amend the law relating to the occupation and ownership 
of land in Ireland, and for other purposes relating thereto.”— 
(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) . 1054 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth N. ) ... 1060 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down Co., N.) « 1071 
Mr. Lough (Islington IV.) .. L075 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney S, ) coe LOTS 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down 8.) . ak . 1075 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) a .. 1076 
Mr. Delaney (Queen’s Co., Ossory) ... ... 1085 
Mr. Butcher (York) one . 1087 
Mr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ... «x. 1090 
Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) . 1091 
Major Jameson (Clare, WV.) ; 1093 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, WV “i . 1095 
Mr. O Dowd (Sligo, N.)  ... ee «ve LOOT 
Mr, Reddy (Kings Co., Birr.) . 1098 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to further amend the Law relating to the occupation and ownership of 
land in Ireland ; and for other purposes relating thereto, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Wyndham, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


Land Purchase Acts (Ireland) Amendment Bill.—“'To further amend the 
Law relating to the occupation and ownership of land in Ireland ; and 
for other purposes relating thereto,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Monday, 7th April, and to he 


printed. [Bill 142.] 
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Army (Annual) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed is Ree -«. 1106 
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Select Committee be appoint- 
ed to inquire into the subsidies to steamship companies and sailing 
vessels under Foreign Governments, and the effect thereby produced 
on British trade. 

“That Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel Denny, Mr. 
Duke, Mr. Joyce, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Mr. Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. 
Price, Mr. William Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir Edward Sassoon, Mr. 
Alfred Thomas, and Sir Edgar Vincent, be Members of the Committee. 


“That the evidence taken before the Select Committee on Steamship Sub- 
sidies in the last Session of Parliament be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee. 

* That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and records. 

“That Five be the quorum.’—(Sir [V7i//iain Walrond.) 

Debate arising. 

Debate adjourned till Monday, 7th April. as 7 Pa 1100 


In pursuance of the Order of the House this day, Mk. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Eleven o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS WEDNESDAY, 267m MARCH, 1902. 
THE House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MrANs.-The CLERK at the TABLE informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 1101 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill.— Read the third time, and 


passed AA ate 1101 
Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill. As amended, considered : 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ... “e tas «ex LVI 


Birmingham Corporation Water Bill |[Lorps]: Liverpool Grain Storage 
and Transit Company Bill {LoRrpDs].—Read a second time, and committed 1101 





Private Bitts.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be sus- 
pended, and that the time for depositing petitions and memorials against 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any documents 
relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, also for depositing at the Private Bill Office all documents 
relating to any Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 

Act, 1899, be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after 
the Recess.—(The Deputy Chairman) sn a oe on - 59 
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Hamilton Gas Provisional Order Coenatten Bill oa pDs].—Read a 


second time, and committed 


CoaL Mtnes (EMPLOYMENT) Bi 
to lie upon the Table 


PETITIONS. 


.L.—Petition from Bedford Colliery, in favour ; 


East InpIA (Cost oF MAINTENANCE OF BritisH TrRoops).—-Petition from 
London, for readjustment ; to lie upon the Table 


LiceNSING BILL. — Petitions in favour: From Eccles (four), Bristol, and Rough 


Lea ; to lie upon the Table 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 


SUPERANNUATION BriL_.—-Petition from God- 


stone, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mipwives Briiu.— Petition from 


Winchester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Ergur Hours) Bit. Petition from Bedford Colliery, in favour ; to he 


upon the Table 


PusLic Houses (Hours or Cie 
Bitt.—Petition from Leven, 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
upon the Table... 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 
establishment ; to lie upon 


SING) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Petition from Newport (Mon.), against ; to lie 


IN IRELAND.-Petition from Moffat, against 
the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Selly Oak, 


in favour ; to lie upon the ‘I 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADU 


‘able 


ATES) Brii.—Petition of the Incorporated Law 


Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


VivisEcTION.— Petition from London, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 
] I 


RET 


MerROPOLITAN CATTLE MARKET. 
an Account of extraordinary Works executed other than the 
Repairs for the same period [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


URNS, REPORTS, de. 


Accounts presented, for the year 1901, with 
general 


Loan Funp  Boarp (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of sixty-fourth Annual 


Report, 1901 [by Command] ; 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND 
presented, relative thereto 


to lie upon the Table. 


WALES) (MONTHLY STATEMENTS).—Return 
[ordered 21st kebruary; Mr. (rant Lawson) ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 121.] 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


BUSINESS OF THE House (Sup 


thereto [ordered 18th March ; 


PLY) (Divisions). Return presented, relative 
Sir Henry Fowler]; to lie upon the Table 


]xxix 


Pudge 


1102 


1102 


1102 


1102 


1102 


1102 


1102 


1105 


1103 


1103 


1103 








IXxx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
April 7.) 


Shop Clubs Bill. [Seconp ReapinG.| Order for Second Reading read. 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) ... 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 

Sir Albert Lollitt (Islington, S.) , 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 

Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) — ... ise se ec as 

The Under Secretary of State tor the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) “3 se ek 


Bill read a second time and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Trade, «e. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of March 25th, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Two o'clock, till Monday, 
April 7th. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 7rnH APRIL, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Kent Electric Power Bill.—Kead the third time and passed 


Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill.—Great Eastern Railway Bill as 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time ree ee ' 


Caterham and District Gas Bill [Lords.|—Deal and Walmer Gas Bill 
[Lords] ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords] ; North 
and South Shield Electric Railway Bill [Lords]; Tyne Improvement Com- 
mission Bill { Lords]; Wrexham Water Bill [Lords] read a second time, and 
committed 23 AS 3 aha ae py wh 


PETITIONS. 


LiverRPOOoL CorPORATION BiLL.—Petition for additional Provision ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... Ps 


HoustnG OF THE WoRKING CLASSES AND RATING BILL.—Petitions in favour: 
From Tottenham and Shoreditch ; to lie upon the Table , 


Licensinc BiLi. — Petitions in favour: From Hanley; Capel ; High 
Wycombe ; Islington ; Staplecross ; Malton ; Liverpool ; Oakham ; London 
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(five); Chelmsford ; Wandsworth; Tipton; Leigh; Salford; Ratcliffe 
(two) ; Cambridge ; Llandudno ; Bromley ; Salisbury (two) ; Saddleworth ; 
Andover ; Reading; Rochdale ; and Tunstall ; to lie upon the Table --. 1125 

LocAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Shore- 
ditch, against ; to lie upon the Table arn noe .-. 1126 

LONDON WATER BiLu.—Petition from Hertford, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table ; - pe vt ide san +» 1126 

LoNDON WATER BILL.—Petition from Hammersmith, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table sae ete mu .. 1126 

PusLic Houses (Hours or Ciostnc) (ScoTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Dundee (two) and Montrose ; to lie upon 
the Table diet ses nn oss aoe He wes LEI6 

RaTING OF LAND VALuEs.—Petitions for legislation: From Hanley and 
Exeter ; to lie upon the Table 2 ne ren os S138 

RATING OF MACHINERY BrLi.—Petitions against: From South Shields ; Sal- 
ford; Malton; Oystermouth; Whiston; Norton; Handsworth, and 
Gateshead ; to lie upon the Table - Ro one. 128 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour: 
From Beeston and Sittingbourne ; to lie upon the Table des 1126 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS).—The following Papers, presented by Com- 
mand of His Majesty during the Easter recess, were delivered to the 
Librarian of the House of Commons during the recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896. 

1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Keports, Annual Series, Nos. 2755 and 2756. 

2. Treaty Series (No. 7, 1902).—Copy of Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and Belgium for the mutual surrender of fugitive crim- 
inals. Signed at Brussels, 29th October, 1901. Ratifications 
exchanged at Brussels, 6th December, 1901. 

3. Treaty Series (No. 8, 1902).—Copy of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and Germany relative to the boundary of the 
British and German Spheres of Interest between Lakes Nyasa and 
Tanganyika. Signed at Berlin, 23rd February, 1901. 

4. Locomotives in Egypt (Commercial, No. 1, 1902).—Copy of Cor- 
respondence respecting the Comparative Merits of British, Belgian, 
and American Locomotives in Egypt. 

5. Fishery Board (Scotland).—Copy of Twentieth Annual Report of 
the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1901, Part I., 
General Report. 

6. Local Government Board (Scotland).—Copy of Seventh Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board for Scotland, 1901. 

7. Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897.—Copy of Fourth Report 
to the Secretary for Scotland of the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
Board. 

8. Explosions (Nobel’s Factory at Perranporth, Cornwall). Copy of 
Report to the Right Hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by Major A. Cooper-Key, His Majesty’s Inspector of 
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Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion of partly 
manufactured blasting gelatine which occurred on the 16th 
January, 1902, at the factory of Nobel’s Explosives Company, 
Limited, at Perranporth, Cornwall. 
Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGow.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Glasgow for the year ending 30th | 1901 [by - 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 123] ‘ 


UNIVERSITY OF St. ANDREWS.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report 
by the University Court of the University of St. Andrews for the year 
1900-1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 124] 


Factory AND WorksHoP AcTS (SUPPLEMENTARY SPECIAL RULES FOR THE 
MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND CHINA).—Copy presented, of Draft 
Supplementary Special Rules for the Manufacture of Earthenware and 
China which may be proposed by Manufacturers civing certain undertakings 
as to the use of lead, etc. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Eliza Hudson, a convict under detention in Aylesbury prison, 
permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Elizabeth F ry 
Refuge, Hackney [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND WorksHop Acts (SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS FROM PROVISIONS 
RESPECTING LIMEWASHING, ETC.)—Copy presented, of Order dated 26th 
March, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department in 
pursuance of Section 1, Sub-section (4), of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, granting special exceptions from the provisions respecting limewash- 
ing, etc., in the case of electric generating works and frame dressing eu 
of lace factories or lace warehouses under certain conditions [by ~ 
lie upon the Table a ns see 


East Inp1A (LOANS RaIsED IN ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
loans raised in England, chargeable on the revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 31st March, 1902 (by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 125]... és . 


Ir1isH LAND COMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of pro- 
ceedings during the months of —= and F settee 1902 [by sa iaame : 
to lie upon the Table eee 


Prisons (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Order in Council approving of Rules 
made by the General Prisons Board for Ireland for the government of 
ordinary prisons [hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table _ és 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES.—Account presented, of all moneys 
received and of the disposal thereof, and of all contracts for the grant of 
deferred life annuities and for payments on death made during the year 
1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 126.) 


Crown’s Nominge Account.—Abstraet Account presented, of receipts and 
payments of the Treasury Solicitor, in the year ending 31st December, 
1901, in the administration of estates on behalf of the Crown, and alpha- 
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betical list of intestates’ estates, in respect of which Letters of Administra- 
tion were granted to the Treasury Solicitor as Crown’s Nominee, and of 
other cases (partial intestacies, etc.) in which accounts were opened in the 
books of the Treasury Solicitor in the same year, in respect of moneys 
received by him as Crown’s Nominee [by ~~ to lie iagpain the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 127.]  ... one -- 1129 


Pustic Accounts (ARMY VOTEs).—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 5th April, 1902, under the Appropriation Act, 1901, authorising the 
temporary application of surpluses on certain Army Votes for the year 
1901-1902, to meet excesses on certain other Army Votes for the same 
year [pursuant to Resolution of the House of 4th March, 1879]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 128.) a fan an ... 1129 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular — Annual Series, Nos. 2757 to 2759 [by iccpitatn to lie 
upon the Table . oes ‘ ou . 1129 


Navy (ARREARS OF SHIPBUILDING).—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the arrears of deine [by Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table ... see soe ooo .-- 1130 
QUESTIONS. 
SourH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS—THE BuDGET.—Questions, Mr. 


John Morley (Montrose Burghs) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1130 


Spion Kop DEspATCHES.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.), Mr. 
Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... 1130 


LICHFIELD PRisoN—SHOT DRILL.—Questions, Mr. Swift Macneill (Donegal, 
S.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick ‘oie es se nm es 


Army Service IN INpDIA. — Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The nn of State for India (Lord G. 


Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. eae ae ... 1132 
H.M. Navy AND WIRELESS nS ee Mr. nn Answer, 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, W.) .-- 1132 


British MERCHANTS AND JAPANESE 'TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Norman ; 
Answer, The eee: | of State for eee Affairs — Cran- 
borne, Rochester) osu ..- 1133 


Sptir DuTIES IN THE LONDON PosTAL SERVICE.—Question, Capt. Norton, 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, The Financial et to the Papp (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, 4 ae ; ... 1133 


LonpoN PostaL SERVICE—OVERSEER CLASS. aarti etna Norton ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... ee as 7 ... 1134 


IRIsH VALUATION COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 1134 


ConoLLty EsTaTE, BALLYSHANNON.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... ne ae — ren sii ue ak .. 1135 
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Irish LAND COMMISSION AND Farr RENT.—Question, Mr. John Campbell 
(Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson _ ree one mA 


QUEEN ANNE’s BouNTy.—Question, Mr. ey s-Owen on (Montgomeryshire); : 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THE SUSPENSION OF Mr. DILLon.—-Questions, Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ie ae ts oa S22 ve ee 


Licensing Bill.—{Seconp ReaptnG.] Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed—* That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” (Mr Ritchie.) 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) : 

Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) 

Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 

Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) 

Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ... 

Mr. Purvis (Pet terborough) oes 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) : 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, WR. Spen Palley) 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... ; 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford Tniversity) a 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 

Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.)... 

Mr. Briggs (Yorkshire, R. * Keighley) 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, me 
Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, N. W. “ 
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Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) 1218 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department ati Ritchie, Croydon) . 1223 
Mr, Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) , -. 1238 
Sir Harry Bullard (Norwich) 1.0.00 ws... . 1241 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 

Motion made and Question proposed “That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &c.—(Mr. Ritchie.) 
Major Jameson . 1242 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. 

Public Offices (Dublin) Bill.—-Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made and desman stein “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time ” a , ee w-. 1243 
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Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... aie ate “+ _ soe 1243 
Debate adjourned till Tomorrow. 
Local Government (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bill —Order read for 
resuming adjourned debate on Question [3rd March] “ That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 
Question again proposed. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ... oe ‘at or wan 1244 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 8TH APRIL, 1902. 
The House met at Three of the clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1245 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 21st day of March, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— 
New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill oats ve woe 1245 


City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill ; Great Western Railway (Crumlin 
Viaduct) Bill; Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed sae id sank pet RSH aoe a -» 1245 


Furness Railway Steam Vessels Bill ; Nottingham and Retford hoiae 
Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... . 1245 


Darley Dale Water Bill [Lords] ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
Bill [by Order]; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill [by 
Order] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ia bis Bill — Order ].— 
Read a second time, and committed ... .-- 1245 


Central Argentine and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... . 1245 


PETITIONS. 


FresH WATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Uddingston 
and Lanark ; to lie upon the Table... we ree ve nae - 1246 
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LicensinG Bitu.—Petitions in favour: From Eccles; Attleborough (two) ; 
Tenterden ; Kennington Park ; St. George’s in the East; Trowbridge ; 
Tunstall; Exning; Crook; York; Derby; Sunderland; Masham ; 
Spennymoor ; Colwyn Bay (two) ; and Gospel Oak ; to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from Hull, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table se re or ais ose ‘ 


Pustic Houses (Hours or CLosinc) (ScoTLanD) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Britt.—Petitions in favour: From Pollokshaws; Shotts; St. Andrews; 
Carstairs ; Greenock (two) ; and Camelon ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petitions against: From Devonport ; Benwell 
and Fenham ; Swindon and Highworth ; West Ham (two) ; Peterborough ; 
York ; Newcastle-on-Tyne ; Durham; Dalton-in-Furness ; East Ashford ; 
Tipton ; Warrington ; Irlam; Sheffield; Kingston-upon-Hull; Brighton ; 
bees Bromwich ; Blean ; Fenton ; Cannock ; and Chorley ; to lie upon the 

able... an ese _ “ os noe ove ove ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petition from Boston, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... . a ee ose oe 


VACCINATION BiLL.—Petition of the Sanitary Institute, against ; to lie upon the 
Table... me ove wee evs coe ose eee ooo e 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Prisons (IRELAND).—Paper [presented 7th April] to be printed. [No. 129.]... 


CABLE COMMUNICATIONS.—Copy presented, of Report of the Inter-Departmental 
Committee on Cable Communications [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


British Museum.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th February ; 
Mr. John Morley]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 130.] 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of Prices of 
Agricultural Products and Live Stock for the year 1901 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ove see ace oe won per ons one 


Census OF IRELAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, 1901. Part 
I. Vol. II. Province of Munster (County of Clare) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ove om ‘i ae i dns sue own 


CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, 1901. Part I. 
Vol. IV. Province of Connaught (County of Leitrim) [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ann eee - poms ies _ soo me 


Prisons (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Twenty-fourth Annual Report of the 
Prison Commissioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-Third Annual Report 
on Prisons in Scotland, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


LirE ASSURANCE CoMPANIES.—Copy presented, of Statements of Accounts, and 
of Life Assurance and Annuity Business and Abstracts of Actuarial Reports, 
deposited with the Board of Trade during the year ended 31st December, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. [No. 131.] 
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QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WaAR.—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS.—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; wee the First Lord of the lsaiened 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . ‘ 


Sir REDVERS BULLER—LADYSMITH CORRESPONDENCE.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, the igo cnindas of State for War _ 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) oo ; 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—PAYMENT BY BOERS FOR MAINTAINANCE OF THEIR 
FAMILIES.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies - J — Chamberlain, » Birmingham, 
W.) on ve ‘ 


SALES OF Boer FARMS.—Question, Mr. Channing ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


EXECUTION OF AUSTRALIAN OFFICERS.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. 
Lloyd George (Carnarvon Burghs), and Mr. MacVeagh (Dover, S.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick, Mr. A. J. Balfour, and the Under aati of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) “ 


SuppLy ConTRAcTS.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ine on pe ; 


GLASGOW PosTAL VOLUNTEERS FOR ACTIVE SERVICE.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, the Financial Secretary to the a 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) = _ 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—OFFICERS’ CHARGERS. Sia seaeinls Col. Brookfield sanmaaet 
Rye) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. eee ss . 


New PATTERN RIFLES. — Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... sina “is ae as oes aie a 


SHot DRILL IN MILITARY at Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ces Lee an ne am dea ve ie 


INpIA—MILITARY HospitaAL APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The —™ of State for India — G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ‘ , : 


Hone Kone Fatatity.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


CANADA AND WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY.—Question, Mr. Randles sata rat nia 
Cockermouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain bok ; 


Ucanpa Rartway.—Question, Mr. Norman ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


PoRTHILL LEAD-PoISONING CASE.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) ; 
Answer, The yevean de of State for the Home seein _ Ritchie, 
Croydon) - 


AYLSHAM SMALLPOX CASE. Sees Sir feeesciamale Gurdon ame N. ); ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie aS ; 
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LonpOoN SMALLPOX EpipeMic ExPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, 


N.) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board icone Walter 
Long, Bristol, 8.) én 



























Hospirau Sup “ ATLAS.”—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant oicainnseaid Rugby) ‘ 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘os . 


Vaccine LymMpH FROM MONKEYs.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long a ai rev ba? ae ar na 


GOVERNMENT SUPPLIES OF LYMPH. aad Mr. Bartley; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ‘i ‘se aE ; oan ee oni ‘ 


CoRONATION CELEBRATIONS—PARISH COUNCILS’ EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr, 
David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ForEIGN TRAWLERS IN Moray Frrru.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham-Murray, Buteshire) : 


Ross Prers.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham-Murray ... 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION—-HAMMERSMITH APPLICATION.—Question, Mr. 
Corrie Grant ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


MAIDEN QUARTER SEssions AT LIMERICK.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


ADMINISTRATION OF IRIsH RAmLWAyYs.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ ia ae - “i 


Irish LAND BILL.—Questions, Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.); Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford); Mr. Swift MacNeill ; and Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ax ia se , 


SEIZURES FOR ILLEGAL TRAWLING.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, The Attorney 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) , a 


CLARE AND BANAGHER RaAILWAy.—Questions, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, 
Birr) and Mr. Field ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 7 - 


Ir1sH Lights BoarD.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


PROVINCIAL MAYORS AND THE CORONATION.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


VALUATION BILL.—Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour : re es ee mee as Bae : 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour see 


New MEMBER Sworn.—Edward Allen mage aid for the iihaee? of 
Wakefield 2 





Page 


- 1256 


- 1256 


. 1258 


. 1258 
- 1259 


- 1259 


. 1260 


- 1260 


- 1261 


- 1262 


. 1262 


. 1263 


. 1263 


1264 














$1 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxix 
‘age April 8.] Page 
NEw ProcEDURE RULES—[SEVENTH Day’s DEBATE. ] 


256 STANDING ORDER No. 1 (SitTINGs oF THE Hovuse).—Order read, for resuming 


Adjourned Debate on Amendment proposed [18th February] to Amendment 
proposed to Standing Order No. 1 (Sittings of the House) :— 


And which Amendment was, after the last Amendment— 


57 “To insert the words ‘ Wednesday and Thursday at Two of the 
clock for an afternoon sitting, and at Nine of the clock for an evening 
sitting. If the business appointed for an afternoon sitting is not 
57 disposed of at Eight of the clock, the sitting shall be suspended till 
Nine of the clock. At One of the clock at the ev ening sitting.’ ”—(Mr, 
A, J. Balfour.) 











58 
Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
58 Mr Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ins eo * ne ... 1264 
59 Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
Channing.) 
59 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 
60 
The First Lord of the Treasury or A, J, Koa: Manchester, E.) — ... 1265 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ... sa svi ... 1270 
- Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
(Mr. Broadhurst.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. . 1271 
26 1 Dr, Macnamara (C ‘amberwell, N. “‘* . 1271 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burgh) . 1272 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... . 1274 
62 Mr. Chaplin | ae eta _— .. 1275 
Mr. John Redmond.. . 1275 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... . 1276 
69 
- Motion, by leave, withdrawn, and debate adjourned till Thursday. 
69 Fripay Sittines.—Standing Order No. 2 read as followeth— 
“That the House do meet every Wednesday, at Twelve o'clock at noon, 
for private business, petitions, Orders of the day, and notices of Motions, 
63 and do continue to sit until Six o’clock, unless previously adjourned” 
Amendment proposed— 
63 “Tn line 1, to leave out the word ‘ Wednesday,’ and insert the 
word ‘ Friday.’ ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
63 Question proposed, “That the word ‘ Wednesday’ stand part of the 


Standing Order.” 


164 Mr. Gibson Bowles... nee ae a mas S53 i ... 1278 
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Question put and negatived. 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ Friday’ be there inserted.” 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... e-- 1279 
Mr Swift MacNeill e-- 1280 
The House Divided :—Ayes, 192; Noes,112. (Division List No. 88.) 

New STANDING OrpER.—Standing Order No. 2 (Friday Sittings), as finally 
amended, is as follows :— 

That the House do meet every Friday, at Twelve of the clock at noon for 
Private Business, Petitions, Orders of the Day, and Notices of Motion, and 
do continue to sit wntil Six o'clock, unless previously adjourned. 

PRIORITY OF BusiNEss.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “Unless the 
House otherwise direct—(a) Government business shall have precedence at 
every sitting except the evening sittings on Tuesday and Wednesday, and 
the sitting on Friday. (b) On the evening sittings of Tuesday and Wed- 
nesday notices of Motion shall have precedence of Orders of the day. (c) 
After Easter, Government business shall have precedence at the evenin 
sittings of Tuesday. (d) After Whitsuntide Government business shal 
have precedence at all evening sittings, and at all Friday sittings a 
the sittings on the third and fourth Fridays after Whit Sunday.”—(Mr 
A. J. Balfour ) 

Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.)... 1284 

Amendment proposed— 
“In line 2, after the word ‘except,’ to insert the words, “ the 
Afternoon Sitting on Thursday and. ”—( Mr. Galloway.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .-. 1286 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) ‘ ..- 1287 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .-. 1287 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Safron Walden) « .-. 1288 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman : .-. 1288 
Mr. A. J. Balfour... --. 1289 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) . e» 1291 
Mr. Chaplin oes . 1292 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W. R., Pudsey) --- 1292 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ove . 1293 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, a .. 1294 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, ‘wrens we 1295 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . -. 1397 
Col. Pilkington (Lancashire, ‘Newton) .- 1299 
Mr. = Hardy (Kent, ae .. 1302 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) .- 1303 
Mr. Eliot (Durham) - . 1303 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) . 1304 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 89.) 
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Mr. Channing ons sis is one sie as a ..- 1307 
Amendment proposed, 
279 “Tn line 3 to leave out the words ‘evening sittings,’ and insert 
280 the word ‘sitting.’”—(Mr. Channing.) 
Question proposed “That the words ‘evening sittings’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ... ose jae jon he sas ... 1308 
Sir Charles Dilke ... one one eet _ me ae ... 1309 
Mr. Lambert eee one os ies ot ax a ... 1309 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ... wen on ane - ... 1309 
Mr. Chaplin oan we si a par ‘at a .. 1311 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor ee ie ai het ed a .. 1312 
Mr. Disraeli one oie én ae snd ane sea ... 1314 
Mr. Broadhurst... on ee ss nie wel i. ... 1314 
Mr. Blake ... coe eae ‘int a ga om bona ... 1315 
Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, 8S.) su — soe wa toe ... 1315 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 149; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 90.) (8.30.) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.)... oon one “on eee .- 1319 


| 284 
Amendment proposed— 
“In line 6, after the word ‘Motion,’ to insert the words ‘and 
public Bills other than Government Bills.’”— (Mr. Caldwell.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 

1286 The Secretary to the Local ‘Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
1987 Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk) pie on am ae ... 1319 
1287 
1288 Question put and agreed to. 
1288 
1289 Amendment made, in line 6, by leaving out the words “Orders of the Day,” 
a and inserting the words “Government Business.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 
1292 . 9 
1293 Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... ose ia aie oon esa ... 1320 
1294 
1295 Amendment proposed— 
1297 
1299 “Tn line 6, at the end, to insert the words, ‘But when a Member 
1302 has given notice to move an Address to the Crown that a statute, 
1303 scheme, Rule or Order which by law is required to be laid upon the 
1303 Table of the House may be rescinded, varied, or otherwise dealt with, 
1304 and has set the same down for an evening sitting on which notices of 


Motions have precedence of Orders of the day, he shall be entitled to 
precedence over other notices of Motions.’ ”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ; ae = es “xs ae ooo 1324 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ae hs va eon aa ‘ih oo. 1325 
Mr. George Whiteley ows - a os oon $d w+» 1346 
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The House divided:—Ayes, 7; Noes, 265. (Division List No. 91.) 
Tr 
Mr, Disraeli re — es ae Fe ree ane eos 1328 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out lines 7 and 8,”—-Mr. Disraeli.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘after’ stand part of the Question.” Bs 
The First Commissioner of Works a Akers satiasiadee Kent, St. mene 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes, 130. (Division List No. 92.) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles on ote ose eee ine ane -» 1341 La 
Amendment proposed— 
“In line 9, to leave out paragraph (d)—‘After Whitsuntide, Govern- 
ment business shall have precedence at all evening sittings, and at all 
Friday sittings except the sittings on the third and fourth Fridays 
after Whit Sunday. *”__(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) M 
‘Question proposed—“ That the first word ‘after’ stand part of the Question.” 0: 
Mr. Channing ‘se oss ose ese a ond _ we 1343 
Mr. Disraeli shin am mn sn oie ei ..» 1343 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ve aie ne ‘et iiss ... 1344 FO 
Mr. Lough (Islington W.) bai nai ein a hi ... 1344 
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Mr. T. P. O'Connor one on “< ses ewe ne .-» 1348 
Question put. . 
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Debate arising. 
Debate adjourned till Thursday. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 9TH APRIL, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1353 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Barking Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... 1353 


PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WOMEN’s DISABILITIES BILL.—Petitions in favour: 
From Launceston and Albaston ; to lie upon the Table _... eee +» 1353 


HoNORARY FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from Camberwell, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table as on wie roe pon --- 1353 


HouSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES AND RatiInG BiLt.—Petition from Erith, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table one sas ot ons on --- 1353 


LICENSING BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From Brockley, Wiltshire ; Heswall ; 
Chatteris ; Huddersfield (two) ; Wakefield ; Paddington ; South East 
Lancashire ; Guildford ; Hoylake ; Barnstaple ; London; Sheftield ; Lancaster 
(two) ; Middlesbr ough ; Oldham ; Bristol; Morecambe ; and Kilkhampton ; 
to lie upon the Table... re ote sad er .. 1353 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SisTER BrILL.—Petitions against from 
Hoveringham and Thurgarten ; to lie upon the Table ne viet .-- 1353 


OvurpooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY Societies) Biiit.—Petition from Paisley, for 
extension of provisions to Scotland ; to lie upon the Table ... a .-- 1353 


OvrpooR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SocreTiEs) BILL.—Petition from Paisley, in favour ; 
to lie rpon the Table ... as oe - ‘ ns ... 1354 


PusLic Houses (Hours oF Cosine) (ScorTLAND) Act (1887 AMENDMENT) 
BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From Tarbolton ; Fife; Cowdenbeath ; and 
Oakley ; to lie upon the Table ies ae we es oa ... 1354 


RATING OF MACHINERY BIL_.—Petitions against : From Itchen ; Middlesbrough ; 
Winsford ; Congleton ; Northwich ; Tynemouth ; Emlyn; Malton; North 
of England United Coal Trade Association ; Wigan ; ; Swansea; Ryton ; 
Blaydon ; Mining Association of Great Britain : Chester-le-Street ; and 
Whickham ; to lie upon the Table... Si ‘aie sis oes ... 1354 
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RaTING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petition from Manchester, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table... ase aaa oe wa ne 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


County Court VALUERS (IRELAND).—Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 18th March ; Mr. Archdale] ; to lie upon the Table ose 


Post Orrick (PRESS TELEGRAMS BETWEEN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND 
Norway).—Copy presented of Agreement for the Exchange of Press 
Telegrams between the General Post Office of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, and the General Post Office of aepired [by 
Command]; to lie upon the "Table ; en 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (VISITING COMMITTEES).—Copy presented of 
Draft Rule proposed to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department under the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the 
constitution of the Visiting Committee of Brixton Prison [by atin to lie 
upon the Table .. . ae 


Rating of Machinery Bill—(Srconp Reapine) ; Order for Second Reading 
read. 
Mr. Chapman (Cheshire, Hyde) ... 
Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, WR. , Rotherham) 


Motion made and Question proposed.—“ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Chapman.) 


Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) as 
Mr. Crawford Smith (Northumberland, Tyneside) ... 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day six months.’” —(Sir James Joicey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Mr. Emmott (Oldham)... ans one ove ove .- 1372 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) ose ooo -o- 1877 
Mr. Markham (Ne sitichoniva Mansfield) +. 1SBl 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., we .-- 1382 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid.) .. a ... 1384 
Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) one .-» 1386 
Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester, NW. wha .-» 1388 
Mr. Bell (Derby)... ..- 1392 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Str etford) .. .-- 1393 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ... oo. 1897 
Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ... 1401 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) -- 1402 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) .. pe . 1405 


Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, WR. ‘Holmforth) soe 
The President of the Local Government Board aaap Walter Long, Bristol, 8 S.) 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) .. 


‘Question put. 
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The Huuse divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes, 143. (Division List No. 94.) 


Main question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 170; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 95.) 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &c.”—(Mr. Chapman.) 


Debate arising ; and, it being after half-past Five of the clock, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


STANDING COMMITTEE (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL.)—Sir JAMES FERGUSSON reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Mr. John Ellis to act 
as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of Bills relat- 
ing to Trade (including agriculture and fishing), shipping, and manufactures, 
in place of Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


Report to lie on the Table. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
On the Motion for adjournment. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. wi ve. 1427 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, inenied iat aoe ... 1427 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) Ji — ‘sé ... 1428 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ae me an ae ... 1428 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, APRIL 10ru, 1902, 
The House met at Three of the clock. 


THe CHAIRMAN OF WAys AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1429 


CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE (IRELAND) AcT (1887) — IMPRISONMENT OF 
Mr. Tutty, M.P.—Mr. Speaker acquainted the House that he had received 
a letter relating to the imprisonment of Mr. Jasper Tully. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts (STANDING ORDER 62 ComPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


London and North-Western Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill (King’s Consent Signified) ; 
Great Eastern ae | Bill tain Consent + ee Read the third 
time, and passed pit wes és 


Ticehurst Water Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 
PETITIONS. 
FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WoMEN’s DISABILITIES BILL.—Petition from 
Camborne, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... : 


Grocers’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND) (No. 2) Brtt.—Petition from Cathcart, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table one ° 


Honorary FREEDOM OF BorouGHS EXTENSION BILL.—Petition from St. 
Pancras, in favour ; to lie upon the Table wei , 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) Act (1854) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Govan, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - 


LiceNsING Acts AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Briu.—Petition from Cathcart, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... am oss ie ine 


LicENSING BiLi.—Petitions in favour: From Hackney (two) ; Bradford ; 
Liverpool ; Redruth ; Pocklington ; Peterborough ; Chester-le-street ; 
Wolsingham ; Southwell ; Newport and Cowes; Luton ; and Amblecote ; 
to lie upon the Table on oa ns oad ose bi “* 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (ScorLANnD) BiLL.—Petition from Govan, in 


Page 


- 1429 


- 1429 


1429 


- 1430 


- 1430 


. 1430 


- 1430 


oss. 1490 


favour ; to lie upon the Table ... . 1430 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's SISTER BILL.—Petition from Guth- 

laxton, against ; to lie upon the Table os xe eee ons .-. 1430 
Pustic Houses (Hours oF CLOosING) (SCOTLAND) AcT (1887) AMENDMENT 

BiL_.—Petitions in favour :—From Cathcart and Dunkeld ; to lie upon the 

Table ae eae oie ie +» 1430 
RatING OF LAND VALUES.—Petition from peaitiing for — to lie upon 

the Table ow - ie .-- 1430 


Katine OF MACHINERY BiLL.—Petitions against: From Atherton ; Leeds, 
Morpeth ; Ashington, Isle of Thanet ; Wheatenhurst; Hemsworth ; 
Cardiff; Hunslett and Kettering ; to lie upon the Table 


. 1431 
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SaLE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLt.—Petitions in favour : 
From Boston and Hackney ; to lie upon the Table ... = 


SuNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Scottish Sabbath Protec- 
tion Association, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ in 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


County Court VALUERS (IRELAND).—Return [presented 9th April] to be 
printed. [No. 132] ‘ns ne seek io -_ me ies 


PrisoNs (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (VisitinG ComMMITTEES).—Paper [presented 
9th April] to be printed. [No. 133] ... Ree ies cae 


TreATY SERtEs (No. 9, 1902).—Copy presented of Agreement additional to the 
Convention of 18th of December, 1888, relative to the Exchange of Money 
Orders between the United Kingdom and Belgium. Signed at London, 
5th March, 1902. Ratifications exchanged at London, 19th March, 1902 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ie ee ‘ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular os cya Annual Series, Nos. 2760 and 2761 [by nes: to lie 
upon the Table .. wee 


TRADE Reports (MisCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 575 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ... ion 


Ecypet No. 1 (1902).—Copy presented of Reports by His Majesty’s Agent and 
Consul-General on the Finances, Administration, and Condition of Egypt 
and the Soudan in 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


SoutH Arrica.—Copy presented of Report from Lieutenant-General Lord 
Methuen on the action that took place near Tweebosch on the 7th March, 
1902 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MINES AND QUARRIES.—Copy presented of Reports of His Majesty’s “agape 
of Mines for the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table.. 


FisHERY STATIstTICs.—Copy presented of Report of the Inter -Departmental 
Committee appointed to inquire into the system of collecting Fishery 
Statistics in England and Wales, and to report how it could be improved 
and extended, together with Minutes of Evidence and Appendices [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table . a “es ven s Nie 


EDINBURGH MusEUM OF SCIENCE AND Art.—Copy presented of Report on 
the Edinburgh Museum of Science and Art for the ial 1901, by! F’. Grant 
Ogilvie, Esq. [by Command]; to lie upon the Table.. 
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NATIONAL GALLERY, Etc. (ScoTLAND).—Copy presented of Eighth Annual 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland by the Commissioners and Trustees of 
the Board of Manufacturers in Scotland, being for the year ending 30th 
September, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


Wiyes Importep.—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 27th January ; 
Mr. Thomas Dewar) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [{No. 134]... 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—-Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated 
5th April, 1902, declaring that William Soanes, assistant letter carrier, Post 
Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadvert- 
ence on the part of the head of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table : Ld ve wa ae 6 


Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill. —Second Reading deferred from Tuesday next 
till Wednesday next és $i au i a ie ; 


Moray Firru ForetGN TRAWLERs.——Return ordered “ showing the names and 
nationalities of Foreign Trawlers observed by Fishery Cruisers working in 
the Moray Firth for each year since September, 1898.” —[Mr. /Veir.} 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.__Copy ordered, “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Ne. 2) 
Bill.” { Mr. Gerald Balfour. | os 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) 


Bill.’ | Mr. Gerald Balfour. | ane owe aay ee ae ae 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS).—Return 
ordered, ‘of Statement of the number of Paupers relieved on the Ist day 
of January, 1902 ; and similar Statement for the Ist day of July, 1902 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 73 of Session 1901).—[Alr. Grant 
Lawson) ... re es Ae ae 4 

QUESTIONS. 

SoutH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) and Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) and the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


EXPENDITURE OF AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Black ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


BRITISH FORCES IN SOUTH AFRICA—STATISTICS.—Questions, Mr. Clancy (Dublin 
Co., N.) and Captain Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


NATIVE CASUALTIES DURING THE WAr.—Question, Mr. Black ; Answer, Lord 
Stanley ... 55 a a saa aes rss a Ee ; 


FRENCH AMBULANCES FOR THE BoERsS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ee Xx HS Rs 


SUTHERLAND SKIRMISH.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Lord Stanley 
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“To leave out the words ‘the thirty-first day of August,’ and 


insert the word ‘ Michaelmas.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 
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part of the proposed Amendment.” 
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OFFICE OF LORD GREAT 
CHAMBERLAIN. 

‘ Committee for Privileges met. Counsel 

: further heard on behalf of the Marquess 
: of Cholmondeley and the Earl Carring- 
S ton. The Attorney General heard to 
. open the case on behalf of the Crown. 
* Committee adjourned to Monday next. 


A 


q PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


; } CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 

; [B.L.]. 

. Reported with Amendments. 
WREXHAM WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL [a.t. ], 
SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER 
ILL [H.1.]. 

DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [a.1.}. 
ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAIL- 
WAY BILL [.1.]. 


ASHTON UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 
BRIDGE, &c.) BILL [#.1.]. 


‘VOL. CV. [FourTH Sertzs,[ 


SESSION. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAIL- 
WAY AND BE SE 
ILL. 


Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 
DEVONPORT WATER BILL [u.1 





| LIVERPOOL GRAIN 








Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [u.t.]. 
Read 2* (according to order). 
STORAGE AND 

TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [u..]. 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [u.1.]. 

Read 3° and passed, and sent to the 

Commons. 
METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL, 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons. Read 
1*; to be printed, and referred to the 
Examiners. 

HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [#.1.]. 

Amendments reported (according to 

order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 


next. 
AS 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER , CHURCH TEMPORALITIES (IRELAND). 


CONFIRMATION BILLS. 


Ordered, That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a Second Time after Thursday the 
19th day of June next. 

That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill originating in this House shall 
be read a First Time after Tuesday the 
6th day of May next. 

That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a Second Time 
after Thursday the 19th day of June 
next. 

That when a Bill shall have passed 
this House with Amendments these 
orders shall not apply to any new Bill 
sent up from the House of Commons 
which the Chairman of Committees shall 
report to the House is substantially the 
same as the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any | 


ier for a Private Bill later than 
uesday the 6th day of May next, 
unless such Private Bill shall have been 
approved by the High Court of Justice ; 
nor any petition for a Private Bill 
approved by the High Court of Justice 
after Friday the 9th day of May next. 
That this House will not receive any 
report from the Judges upon petitions 
presented to this House for Private Bills 
after Friday the 9th day of May next. 


Ordered, That the said Orders be 
printed and published, and affixed on 
the doors of this House and Westminster 
Hall. (No. 31.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 349. British Guiana: Report for 
1900-1901. 


PATENTS ACTS. 

Note by the Solicitor-General on the 
Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade to inquire into the 
working of the Patents Acts on certain 
specified questions. 


Presented (by Command ), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General upon the account of the Irish 
Land Commission in respect of Church 
Temporalities in Ireland, for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1901; together with 
the account for the above period, and 
that from 26th July, 1869 (the date of the 
Irish Church Act) to 31st March, 1901. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury minute, dated 11th March, 
1902, declaring that John Roper Norrish, 
chief clerk and cashier, His Majesty’s 
Consulate, Alexandria, was appointed 
without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SALE OF 

MUSIC, 

*Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, I rise to 
call attention to the serious loss inflicted 
upon copyright holders of music by 
the illegal sale in the streets and elsewhere 
of copyright music by hawkers, and to 
the impracticability of their obtaining 
redress under the existing law, and to 
usk His Majesty s Government whether 
they see their way to passing some 
temporary measure to protect those who 
suffer by reason of these illegal practices. 
I am well aware that this question is 
familiar to most of your Lordships, 
especially to those noble Lords who were 
members of the Select Committee which 
was appointed to inquire into the subject 
of copyright. The outcome of that 
Committee was, | believe, the Bill which 
passed this House in 1900 in the name 
of Lord Monkswell, but which did not 
get through the other House of Parlia- 
ment. 

My Lords, the extent of this grievance 
and the gigantic scale upon which the 
fraudulent sale of copyright music is 
carried on is not generally known. It 


ILLEGAL COPYRIGHT 


is to this one particular point of the copy- 


right law that I wish to draw attention. 
Men hawk about, and offer for sale at 2d. 
per song, music that is sold ina legitimate 
way by music sellers for 2s., and such 
is their impudence that I am told they 
actually stand on the doorsteps of the 


shops when the legitimate music sellers 
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are having the songs played over as an | negatives used for the purpose of taking 
inducement to the public to purchase | such copies, should be forfeited to the 
ape age hawk .: song for =i orying oe grog he the ere, : susgest 
‘If you step inside, you can hear it for | that the Government should bring for- 
nothing.” I think few people who have not | ward a measure on the lines of the three 
specially inquired into the subject know clauses in Lord Monkswell’s Bill. The 
the scale upon which the illegal sale of case of musical composers is very much 
ae is ag ati 1 have in my ee harder than that of painters of pictures 
a short list from one printer of these} whose copyright is infringed. Both 
pirated songs, which shows that within | struggle very hard to do the best artistic 
two months—between December 12th of | work they possibly can to obtain popular- 
last year and February 13th of this year | ity. They sometimes fail, but the painter 
—no fewer than 85,000 copies of eight | of a picture, if he has afew clients who 
ons me gf = = and as the owe his wpe st gd 
price charged is about 2d per copy as| not get as much as he would if his 
compared with 2s. charged in a legiti- | pictures were in popular demand, 
mate way, it will at once be seen that obtains a considerable sum, while the 
this matter involves large sums of money. | composer of music for which a copyright 
The only remedy which now exists isto|is obtained probably sells it to a 
obtain an injunction to restrain the sale | publisher for a very small sum, depend 
of the music, and this is insufficient, be- | ing for his remuneration on the royalties 
cause the popular demand for a song is | obtained by the sale of the music. The 
frequently transient and because the | case of these composers is much harder, 
printing block can easily be transferred | therefore, than that of painters, to pro- 
to another printer and the sale con- tect whom the Act of 1862 was passed. 
tinued as merrily as before round the If the Government cannot see their way 
corner. It seems to me that this is an | to bring forward a measure on the lines 
a hardship, and I began to | of “¢: — clauses in Lord Monkswell’s 
ask his Majesty’s Government whether | Bill, | should like to know whether they 
they cannot do something to protect the | would view with favour, or give any 
rights of copyright holders. Ido not ask | facility to the passing of, a measure 
them to deal at once with the com-| drafted on these lines if it were in- 
plicated copyright law in a comprehen- | troduced by a private Member. 

sive Bill, though I think it would be ad- 


visable if that were done. But I do *Viscount KNUTSFORD: My Lords 
think some prompt and simple means | 1 one of those referred to as having 


should be adopted of protecting copyright | largely studied the question of copyright. 


holders from these illegal practices. Bnet ly coeed om the Royal Commission of 
persons have aright to look to iol 1878 and on four or five Committees of 
ment for protection, and P SO | chin House, and am largely responsible 
— not to say it cannot deal with the | for the Bill which passed this House in 
subject. | Lord Monkswell’s name. The subject 

I feel quite certain that, with the | which came before us as long ago as 
store of legal knowledge which is at the | 1878, and on subsequent occasions, was 
command of both Houses of Parliament, | the great injury done to music com- 
this grievance could very easily be! posers by the way in which songs were 
remedied. It may be said that itis incon-| sold in the street for 1d. and 2d. im- 
venient to deal with one portion of the | mediately after their publication, and 
copyright law in the way that I suggest, before the owners of the copyright had 
but there is a precedent for that in the | really gained any advantage from them. 
Act which was passed in 1862 for amend- | In 1899 we were told that the piracies in 
ing the law relating to copyright in| the music trade were carried on to an 
works of fine art. This Act was passed alarming extent, and that most well- 
for the protection of copyright holders of known songs were thus treated. Names 
pictures, drawings, and so forth, and, | of publishers were falsely printed on 
besides imposing a penalty of £10 for these piracies, and also false places of 
every Offence, it provided that all such | publication. It was proposed by one of 
imitations made without consent, and all' the Committees upon Copyright Bills 
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that clauses should be _ introduced Tue Eart or HALSBURY: I am 
enabling police constables to seize the | aware of those clauses, but I suspect that 
copies of music sold in the illegal | unless they are fortified by something else 
manner which my _ noble friend | you will not cure the evil. 

has described. Piracies in the music 


trade are carried on to an alarming) *[onp WINDSOR: Those who desire 





extent, and I earnestly hope that some- 
thing may be done to protect those who 
suffer. As Lord Windsor said, in- 
junctions are practically useless as a 
means of meeting the evil. One case 


was brought to our notice where an, 


injunction cost £153, and another £200, 
but none of this expense, of course. 


could be recovered from the persons | 
Injunctions were| REMOUNTS—PURCHASES IN WEST- 
I would not go so far as my} 
noble friend and ask the Government to | 


against whom the 


issued. 








that this evil should be remedied do not 
ask for powers of arrest, but only for 
powers to visit premises and seize the 
printing blocks and copies of songs, 
I shall take the opportunity of pre- 
senting to the noble and learned Lord 
a Bill on this subject for his considera- 
tion. 


ERN NORTH AMERICA. 
Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 


immediately introduce a Bill embodying | rise to move for a Return of the number 
the three clauses which deal with the} of horses purchased for His Majesty’s 
question in the Copyright Bill, but I|Government in the Western States of 
would ask whether, if my noble friend | North America up to the 31st of January, 
brought in a Bill himself, the Govern- | 1902, and to ask what has een the 
ment would give it their support. | average price paid for such horses. I 
|must apologise to the noble Lord the 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The; Under Secretary of State for War for 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I am | asking in a rather different form almost 
afraid I cannot encourage my noble | the same Question which he was either 
friends to hope that the Government will | unwilling or unable to answer the other 
do as they suggest in this matter, night. In that Question I asked the 
but, at the same, time I do not at all deny | noble and gallant Lord whether he knew 
that they have made out a case to show | the number of horses delivered at Kansas 
that an evil does exist. I think that | City, and the answer was that he had no 





one of the reasons why the evil is so 
great has not been sufficiently pointed out. 
The law is strong enough at present 
against persons who have a local habita- 
tion and name and who are of sufficient 
substance to be proceeded against, but 
in this case we are dealing with travelling 
hawkers who have no lacal habitation. I 
admit that the evil is very great, but on 
the other hand we must remember that it 
is a serious thing to attempt to make an 
invasion of a civil right the subject of 
criminal proceedings. It requires some 
consideration before a general authority 
of this sort can be given to police 
constables to arrest hawkers and seize 
their copies of songs. Before I could 
advise my colleagues as to giving support 
to any Bill on the subject which Lord 
Windsor might introduce, I should like 
to see what its provisions exactly were. 


*ViscountT KNUTSFORD: They 
would be the three clauses taken out of 
the Copyright Bill which passed this House 
last session. 


Viscount Knutsford. 


information on that point. I understood 
the noble Lord, however, to say that all 
_ the horses which had been bought in the 
| Western States of North America had 
| been shipped at New Orleans, and there- 
fore in putting my Question tonight I 
| have acted on that hint. As the greater 
|includes the less, and as the Western 
| States, of North America include New 
| Orleans. I have asked him for the number 
|of horses purchased in the Western 
| States of North America, and the average 
|price paid for such horses. What 
| Interests me most is the average price 
paid. The answer the noble Lord gave 
me the other night was quite beside the 
point. With all that chivalrous tender- 
ness towards contractors and contracts 
which has distinguished His Majesty’s 
Government when Questions of this sort 
have been asked, the noble Lord replied 
that it was a contract price, and therefore 
a matter of secrecy—a sort of sensitive 
plant which would wither at once if 
exposed to the fierce light of your Lord- 








+ See page 567. 
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ships’ House. I submit that in givin 
me that answer the noble Lord wa*® 
replying to a question which I had 
never asked. I did not mention the 
word “contractor” or “contracts.” I 
asked for the average price. All that the 
noble Lord had to do was to add the 
number of dollars paid up to date for 
horses purchased in the States, and 
divide that by the number of horses 
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purchase. All the horses that are being 
bought in the Western States of North 
America are being purchased by five 
officers of the Remount Department who 
| are over there, and the greater part of 
the horses are bought from small dealers. 
Horses are bought individually as well as 
in large numbers. We have at the War 
Office, of course, information as to the 
total number of horses bought in the 





shipped from New Orleans. He would! United States, and the total price paid 
then arrive at the average price. That! for them, but we have no information 


would give no sort of revelation as to 
contract price, and I do not think it 
would involve any of those economic | 
risks which the noble Lord has from | 
time to time indicated as inevitably | 
incident to the disclosure of the contract | 
price. I have had information which | 
makes me very uncomfortable about | 
what is going on, but from the answer 
of the noble Lord to my Question the 
other day I imagine he does not know 
what is taking place. That seems to me 
hardly conceivable. I cannot suppose 
that His Majesty's Government are 
getting no returns as to the horses which 
they are buying out there at a very much 
higher price than they ought to pay. 
If the noble Lord cannot give me the 
particulars, the disclosure of the happy- | 


as to the price paid for particular horses 
in particular places in the States. I can 
not agree with the noble Lord that it 
would be well to publish the prices. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
Ido not rise to enter at length into the 
discussion, but to say that the statement 
of the noble Lord that he cannot give 
the price paid for particular horses in a 
particular place is extraordinary. He 
ought to have been able to give the 
average price of each lot of horses 
wherever they came from. If the War 
Office have not got these prices it shows 
bad book-keeping. Of course, I quite 
understand it is possible that it might not 
be desirable to give these prices. Say 
nothing as to that; but it does seem 


go-lucky way of trading will not restore | extraordinary that the Under Secretary 


the already shaken confidence of practical 
people in the business capacity of the 
War Office. 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be | 


presented to His Majesty for a Return 
of the number of horses purchased for 
His Majesty's Government in the Western 
States of North America up to the 31st 
of January, 1902.”—( The Lord Ribblesdale.) 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For WAR (Lord RaGian) : My 
Lords, the noble Lord has slightly 
altered the form of his Qvestion. 
in my answer the other day that we 
would send for the 
which he asked, but it has not arrived 
at the War Office yet. As soon as we 
have it I shall be happy to lay it on the 
Table. As to the answer which I gave 
to the noble Lord, I do not recollect con- 
fining myself to the question of contract. 
What I said was that most of the horses 
were being bought at these particular 
Places, not by contract, but by private 


I said | 


information for | 


for War should state that it is impossible 
for him to give the information. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANspowneE): My Lords, I did not 
understand my noble friend the Under 
Secretary to base his case entirely vn the 
difficulty of obtaining the prices of par- 
‘ticular bunches of horses bought in 
| particular localities. What my noble friend 
most objects to, is to making any state- 
|ment with regard to the average price 
_at which these horses have been 
bought, and [ must say it seems to 
/me that the case against making 
‘such a statement is overwhelming. 
'The charge which has been made 
against the agents of the Government 
is that they have made bad bargains for 
the country, and I dare say that in the 
early days of the campaign hurried 
bargains were made and high prices 
paid, as is always the case when one buys 
inahurry. But our object surely ought 
to be to make better bargains in the 
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future. Now, what would be theeffect; (3.10.) Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN 
of the proposal of the noble Lord to adver-| of WAYS anp MEANS (Mr. JEFFREYS, 
tise to the whole world the price at which | Hampshire, N.): In reference tothis Bill 
horses were bought up to the beginning | I have to inform the House that I have 
of this year in these particular States ¢| received a letter from the Agents,in which 
* These prices would become generally | they state they have been instructed to 
known, and the result would be | agree to Amendments to Clause 43 (Milk 
that our buyers, wherever they went, | Supply) contained in an Instruction to 
would not be able to get a single horse |the Committee placed on the Order 
below the price which, as a matter| Paper by the hon. Members for South 
of notoriety, was formerly paid by the Somerset and Kent (Ashford). Part 
Government. I understand that my| XII. of the Bill (Fire Insurance), in 
noble friend is quite ready to give the | regard to which Instructions are down 
information which the noble Lord asks for | on the Paper, in the names of the hon. 





in the first part of his Motion, but his 
refusal to give the other information is | 
perfectly reasonable. 


Lord RIBBLESDALE: I will not 
press my Motion, although I believe that 
the publication of these prices would have 
the contrary effect to that suggested by 
the noble Marquess. The sellers out 
there would know that the prices pub- 
lished were considered in this country as 
very excessive, and that they could not 
again sell horses at that figure. ‘he 
prices would, therefore, comedown instead 
of going up. That is my-feeling on the 
matter, and I have had a great deal of 
experience in the purchase of horses. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Five o’clock, to Monday 
next a quarter before Eleven 
o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 14th March, 1902. 





The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 

House of the unavoidable absence of the 

Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL [By ORDER}. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


Members for Peebles, Tower Hamlets, 
and the Uxbridge Division, will be 
dropped altogether. I am_ perfectly 
certain that this arrangement will be 
strictly adhered to, and that, I think, 
disposes of the Instructions to the Com- 
mittee. There is another matter with 
regard to this Bill which it is my duty 
to bring before the House. The Bill 
proposes to confer on certain metro- 
politan boroughs powers which, if 
acquired at all, ought to be obtained by 
the councils of those boroughs by their 
own Act. Although this is a County 
Council Bill, the Fulham Borough Couneil 
and the Camberwell Borough Council 
are empowered to purchase land for 
open spaces and to borrow money for 
that purpose. I believe there is no 
precedent for granting compulsory powers 
to local authorities, otherwise than in 
Acts promoted by the local authorities 
themselves. The Battersea Borough 
Council in one case no doubt was allowed 
to raise money, but it was not granted 
compulsory powers. I do not wish to 
oppose the Bill on this ground, but I 
have felt it my duty to refer to this 
particular provision. It is for the House 
to say what course it will take on it. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) asked 
‘if there was any reason to suppose that 
‘the localities affected had agreed to the 
_ granting of these powers. 
| 
| Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said it 
| might simplify matters if he at once said 
'that what was contentious in this Bill did 

not spring from the County Council itself, 
_ but emanated from the Borough Councils 
which, from motives of economy, promp- 
'titude and dispatch, had asked the 
| London County Council to insert in their 
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General Powers Bill provisions as regards | before the Committee upstairs should any 
Camberwell and for the purchase of land of them wish to object to this proposal. 
for open spaces. He could assure the 

hon. Member for North Islingtonthatany _Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
clause in the Bill giving power to a/| Hallam) suggested that the Committee be- 
Borough Council had been put in at the fore which the Bill would go would be 
request of the Borough Council, and the | competent to deal with the question, pro- 


County Council ought not to be pre- 
judiced in regard to their own part of 
the Bill. The County Council had 


authorised him to abandon Part XII. of 


the Bill, relating to municipal fire 
insurance. That provision was inserted 
in the Bill in accordance with a request 


made at a conference of representatives | 


of the County Council, the City Corpora- 
tion and the Borough Councils. It had 
been found that in the last fifteen years 
the County Council had paid £15,000 in 
premiums, and had only obtained £1,000 
for damage to property. The Borough 
Councils were suffering in a similar 


manner, and the London School Board | 


had decided not to insure their property. 
In consequence of the opposition of 
insurance societies and other vested 
interests, the County Council had been 
compelled to abandon this excellent 
provision, because they did not wish to 
jeopardise other important schemes in 
the Bill, such as the purchase of the 
Marble-hill Estate, for the preservation of 


the Richmond-hill view, and the purchase | 


of open spaces. He was also asked by 
the Council not to oppose the Instrue- 
tion to be moved by the hon. Member 


for South Somerset in regard to the milk | 
He hoped the Bill would be | 


supply. 
read a second timé. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) was glad 


vided somebody had a local standing 
enabling them to vindicate the principle 
involved. The House might therefore 
allow the Bill to be read a second time, 
reserving its right to deal with the matter 
at a later date. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


Ordered, that it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill, in Clause 
43, page 25, line 26, after the word 
“tuberculosis,” to insert the words “in 
persons residing within the county ;” in 
Clause 43, page 25, line 30, after the 
words “ Provided that,” to leave out the 
word “ the.”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL [By Orpekr]. 


Read a second time and committed. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the London County 
Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill to 
omit Part IL.”—(Mr. Banbury.) 


Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) said the County 
'Council were willing to accept this 
| Instruction. 





a the hon. Member had announced | 
at 1t was not intended to insist on the | 
fire insurance clause. But he wished to | LONDON elt tt Sg ag Seren 
say he had strong reasons for doubting | ae ah t apt 
whether the Borough Councils were abso-| Order for Second Reading read. 

lutely in accord on the question of fire | : , 

insurance. No doubt the clause was the| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
outcome of a meeting at the County | “That the Bill be now read a second 
Hall, but he was not sure that that | time.” 


gathering was authoritatively representa- | 
tive of the Borough Councils. | (3.25.) Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, 
_E.): On a point of order and procedure, 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, may I ask if it is right that this measure 
Rugby) wished to know whether the should be brought in as a private Bill, 
assent of the ratepayers had been obtained | seeing that it repeals or alters the 
in reference to the powers proposed to be | general law with regard to electric light- 
conferred on certain Borough Councils. | ing, especially the Electric Lighting Acts 
Also would they have power to appear | of 1882 and 1888, which are public Acts % 


Question put and agreed to. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
object of the Bill is the very contrary to 
what the hon. Member suggests. It will be 
seen that local circumstances in London 
prevent the application within the 
metropolitan area of the Acts of 1882 
and 1888, and the proposal of the Bill is 
simply to give the local authorities of 
London powers with regard to electric 
light undertakings within their areas, 
such as are possessed by all other local 
authorities. I think the point of order 
fails. 


{COMMONS} 
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of the Bill, and pointed out that the 
interests of the only company which 
supplied electricity in bulk would not be 
affected by the measure. That company 
had a generating station in Marylebone,. 
and it supplied two districts in the city 
of Westminster. Provision would be 
made that the company could only 
be purchased under the Land Clauses. 
Act, so that the exceptional position 
which it occupied would be respected. 
The London County Council had lighting 
powers in regard to certain parts of 








London, and they were also the tramway 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have not had authority in London. Tn connection 
my attention called to this point, but, | with the tramways it might be 
looking at the preamble of the Bill, | Becessary to have adequate stations in 


there does not appear to me to be any | Various parts of London. He did not 


reason why it should not be introduced | think hon. Gentlemen opposite could 
as a private Bill. | object to the main provisions of the 
| Bill. The County Council had under. 
- _ | taken to meet all the objections in regard 
Ppl ag —s Foray on this | to the Bill. ‘The Bill itself was the result 
: De In e same, t t d 
amicable spirit as had been displayed in | County Come’ the Cccporation of the 
the case of the two other Bills promoted | City, and besa authorities, and it em- 
by the County Council that day. The| bodied the provisions which all these 
to London the powers already enjoyed by | hsught the Hone woekl ie well 
other local authorities under the Acts of | pr we the Bill weyed a oa Gna 
1882 and 1888, whereby, after a period of | The London County Council, which was: 
forty-two years had expired, they might regarded with suspicion on the other 
ies 2 oa eam te at eae ah ial nae 
which authorised the purchase of electric | take oe y+ ener sation whatines in 
supply undertakings by local authorities | this matter. It only came forward to 
es ee . Posen es take the necessary steps to facilitate the 
he panies had been empowered | securing of rights which all other locali- 
oo ~— Bese oe area er to a _ ties enjoyed with regard to these under- 
pe. of Lee a — be side the takings. It would only act as an honest 
oar ph gs Bee: t rm ho 2 ee the preit He was able * 
cal authorities to | gt that t i 
combine for the purchase of any under- ers lg | Gae ukia ae 
oe "aa on ee ae stations ' either the London County Council or 
doubt a very scliagihaahitl Bill bce" “it | po re a a yin niyo 
there were any indication that it was not | pane He wane hina ee pa 
now proposed to discuss it, he would not | to do away with all opposition to the 
trouble the House. He certainly thought | Bill. It proved that the only object was: 
it was a measure which should be sent; not to secure any advantage for the 
upstairs, and counsel heard upon it. | London County Council, but to secure 
But no such indication being forth- | for London as a whole those advantages 
coming, he must ask the attention of the with regard to electric undertakings 
House to the provisions which the which were given to every other city. 


London County Council were willing to : : 
insert in order to get the Bill through. gs poe Pag BP node yt 
The hon. Member explained the objects | the Bill only on details, he should be 
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the last to contest the proposal to| The Bill was bad, because it attempted 
send it to a Committee upstairs, but | to go behind the existing law. Clause 3, 
his objection was one of principle. | Section 1, laid down that every generating 
This Bill was contrary to the spirit of | station shall be purchasable under any 
the London Government Act, the object | Act, whether passed before or after the 
of which was not merely to create power- | passing of this Act. In 1898, in the 
ful and responsible Councils in the various | Metropolitan Electric Supply Lighting 
Boroughs constituted under the Act, but | Act, the Council endeavoured to obtain 
also to produce uniformity of administra- | the insertion of purchase clauses, but 
tion throughout the county of London. | the Chairman of the Lords Committee 











In 1899, Mr. Stuart, the Member for the 
Hoxton Division, objected to haphazard 
transfer, and argued for uniformity— 

“ As otherwise they would never know what 

Act was being administered or what power 
existed in a given district.” 
Under this Bill it would be possible for 
the local authority to be the purveyor of 
electricity in one district and the London 
County Council in another. Clause 6 
of the Bill said— 


“If such Local Authorities as aforesaid or 
any one or more of them shall fail to pass such 


a resolution as aforesaid before the expiration | 


of the periods specified in Section 5 (2) of this 
Act, it shall be lawful for, but not obligatory 
upon, the Council, with the consent of all such 
Local Authorities, or of the majority of such 
authorities if more than two, to exercise the 


power of purchase hereinbefore conferred in all , 


respects as though the Council were a Local 


Authority within the meaning of the said Acts | 


for a District comprising the whole of the area 
of supply of such Company.” 

With regard to Westminster, the power 
which was proposed to be given to the 


County Council, with the consent of a/| 
mere majority of the Local Authorities, | 


to exercise the power of purchase, would 
introduce a _ principle which would 
seriously affect the position which the 


City at present enjoyed of being the sole | 


purchasing authority within its own area. 
Suppose the case of an undertaking of a 
borough extending over the area of the 
City, and say two other local authorities, 
then the County Council with the aid of 
the other two, probably of much less 
importance, would be in a position to 
carry out a purchase against the wish of 


the City. He understood that that part , 
of the scheme had been abandoned. His | 


next point in moving the rejection of the 
Bill was that it was unnecessary. There 


was no reason to suppose that a Provisional | 


Order could not be obtained by two or 
more Councils combining to apply for 
it. When the Provisional Order was 
obtained, the machinery already existing 
in Section 8 of the London Government 
Act for carrying out a joint under- 
taking would come into play. ~ 


stated that the, Committee considered’ 
| they could not attempt to put a purchase 
‘clause in the Bill. In 1898 a Select 
| Committee of Lords and Commons was 
| appointed to consider electrical energy 
(generating stations and supply), and 
their Report was to the effect that— 


| “The Committee think the provisions of the 

Electric Lighting Act, 1888, enabling the local 
| authority to purchase an undertaking after 
' a term of years, inapplicable, as a general rule, 

to the case of an silat supplying ony 
in bulk at high voltage, but there may 
special cases where it is desirable that the local 
authorities should have the right to purchase 
reserved to them. To meet such cases they 
suggest that the Board of Trade should have 
power to insert the purchase clause in the 
Provisional Order, if the Local Authorities 
concerned, can, in the opinion of the Board, 
show good cause for such a course.” 


And the Report went on to say— 


“It is to be observed that the exemption 
from liability to compulsory purchase would not 
prevent Local Authorities, either alone or in 
| combination with other Local Authorities, from 
applying for powers to purchase, but each case 
' would have to be judged on its merits, and 
such conditions imposed as might be thought 
fit.” 


Lord Monskwell moved an Amendment 
that— 

‘*In the case of a company formed wholly or 

chiefly to supply the county of London, and 
whose area oF supply is not confined to the 
area of a subsidiary Local Authority within 
such county, power to purchase should be 
vested in the Lonton County Council whether 
the generatin: station be situate inside or 
outside the county, the interests of all sub- 
sidiary and other Local Authorities being. 
safeguarded.” 
This Amendment was rejected. What 
the real intention of the London County 
Council was in this matter could only 
be gathered from the evidence given 
before the Committee by Mr. Benn, 
who said, in answer to a question put 
_by Lord Carrington, that the London 
County Council were not the purchasing 
| but the controlling authority. Then Lord 
| Spencer said to himn— 


| «Tt seems rather singular that you should 


| have powers of control, and yet have no other 
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powers, does it not? It is very singular ; it is | 
peculiar to London. Would you advocate that | 
the law should be changed in that respect? | 


Most strongly ; that the purchase powers which | 

obtain without question in the provincial cities | 

should be vested in the central authority of 

London, the County Council. Do you attach | 

ga importance to the question of purchase ? | 
ery.” 

Then Mr. Lewis Coward said— 

‘The proposition I put forward as well | 
worth the consideration of the Committee, is | 
that as regards London, the London County | 
Council, the central authority, the controlling 
authority, should be the authority in whom | 
the ultimate power of purchase is to be 
vested.” 

It had been said that the Bill had 
been introduced by the London County 
Council at the invitation of the Metro- | 
politan Borough Council, on suggestions 
made at a Conference last year with the 
representatives of the City of London 
and of the Metropolitan Boroughs. 
That statement was misleading, for the 
London County Council issued the invita- 
tion. Now, he might be told that it was 
agreed in May 1901 that the London 
County Council should supply in bulk. 
He desired to point out that the Bill 
should have been submitted in draft 
to the various boroughs. There was 
nothing said in the Conference about 
the London County Council and two 
local authorities. The County Council 
had to show that though proposals were 
passed by the delegates, the Borough 
Councils had approved of the action of 


the delegates, and had approved of the | 


Bill. As a matter of fact, at the 
Conference of 1896, it was agreed to 
transfer the power of appointment of 
inspectors, the provision of testing 
stations and exercise of powers, as 
regarded price and energy of the supply- 
ing of electricity in a district. The 
position was briefly this that 
Borough authorities had already the 
right to buy up the electrical lighting, 
and that right should not be impaired. 
If the stations were to be purchased 
at all it should be done by the Local 
Authorities and not by the London 
County Council. It had always seemed 
to him that the London County Council 
was a Council not a corporation. He 
had no hostile feeling in this matter 
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| Borough Councils. 
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appetite for work was a little smaller, 
and that they should not endeavour 
to sweep up to themselves so many 
business interests. They had quite 
enough to do already. In conclusion, 
he maintained that the real object of 
this Bill was an endeavour on the part 


/of the London County Council to get 


themselves constituted as an authority 
for the supply of electricity, and the 
provisions purporting to confer additional 


powers upon the Borough Councils were 


wholly unnecessary and were merely 
given as a blind to allot probable op- 
position of the Borough Councils and 
if possible to obtain their support. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 


ham) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Captain Jessel.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That whe word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.”’ 


(3.58.) Mr. JOHN BURNS said he 
could not understand what had induced 
the hon. Member to take the line he had 
done in opposition to this Bill. If the 
hon. Gentleman had had any doubt as to 
the relationship between the London 
County Council and the Borough Councils 
on this matter, the best way to have tested 
it was to get into Committee upstairs on 
the Bill. And he ventured to say that in 
that event it would be found that the 
majority of the Borough Councils were in 
favour of the Bill; and had specifically 
asked the London County Council to 
introduce it. The hon. Member had said 
that he objected to the Bill on principle, 


as it was contrary to the Local Govern- 


ment Act of 1899, which created the 
On the contrary, 80 
far as electric light was concerned, this 
Bill was complementary to the Local 
Government Act of 1899, as would be 
proved if the Bill were sent to a Com- 
mittee upstairs. The hon. Member for 
| Westminster said that if this Bill was 
| passed, it would be detrimental to West- 
‘minster; but he would point that if 
| Westminster was denied the facilities for 
| purchase given by the Bill, Westminster 


against the London County Council. | would be worse off than it would be with 
He quite recognised the very hard the Bill. The intentions of the County 
work its members did for the citizens | Council with regard to the Bill were like 
of London, but he wished that their | the intentions of the bridegroom at the 


Captain Jessel. 
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marriage ceremony—-strictly honourable. 
The Council was only acting as the Parlia- 
mentary medium for the Borough Coun- 
cils. The hon. Member said that he would 
like to see the local authorities of London, 
as distinct from the County Council, 
owning their own electric supply. Would 
the hon. Gentleman state how, in existing 
circumstances, that could be secured? At 
resent, where the supply area of a 
ara Council impinged on another 
supply area, the Council could only pur- 
chase that part within its own juris- 
diction, and if the generating station 
was outside the Council of London, 
it could not secure its own electric 


lighting supply at all. That was 
undesirable in the interests of the 
Borough Councils, and it was for 


that reason that the County Council had 
introduced the Bill. Firstly, the Bill was 


the result of a conference between the | 


local authorities, in which the City was 
represented, on May 5th, 1901; and if 
the Bill had been in existence the City 
Corporation would have been saved from 
an unsavoury scandal, to which he would 
not refer. Secondly, the Bill sought 
powers to enable the Borough Gouncils 
to do in combination what they could 
each now do separately within their own 
areas, and in the event of two or more 
local authorities agreeing to purchase, 
the County Council was only worked 
when over-lapping supplies were in exist- 
ence, and then only by the agreement on 


the part of the local authorities concerned. | 


The Bill was a very simple one, and would 
confer a great boon on the Borough 
Councils. 


whole of London. It only wished to con- 
fine itself to its proper work of lighting 
the bridges, the embankment, and Black- 
wall Tunnel. 
the Glasgow Corporation sought the 
modest powers asked for in the Bill they 
would be granted. ‘He who runs may 
read,” and it was evident that there was 


a prejudice against the County Council, | 
which to any reasonable man was inex- | 


plicable. If hon. Members had a pre- 
judice against the County Council, let 
them pitch into him as much as they 
could, because he represented to some 
extent the County Council; but let them 
not deny to the Borough Councils the 
boon that would be conferred on them 
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It was not initiated by the | 
County Council, which did not wish to be | 
the electric lighting authority for the. 


He ventured to say that if | 
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| by the Bill. He appealed to hon. Mem- 
| bers to remember that the Bill was 
‘sought for by the Borough Councils 
|through the instrumentality of the 
County Council, and not to inflict a blow 
on the Borough Councils in order to 
satisfy an unreasoning prejudice against 
the County Council. 


(4.10.) THe PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD 
| BaLrour, Leeds, Central) said that the 
/hon. Member for Battersea referred to a 
prejudice, of which he said the County 
/Council was the object. Whether there 
| was any such general prejudice or not he 
would not undertake to say ; but it might 
be true that there was a certain prejudice 
against the County Council as the pro- 
moter of private Bills, and if it existed it 
was largly owing to the action of the 
_County Council in bringing in Bills, 
session after session, which were not 
altogether of a reasonable character. He 
wished to state why he objected to the 
Bill before the House, and why,if his hon. 
friend went to a division, he would vote 
against it. It was not necessary for him 
to enter into the details of the Bill or to 
argue whether it was desirable to give 
the local authorities electric lighting 
powers or whether the County Council 
should have power to purchase electric 
lighting undertakings. His objection 
was of a different character. The 
question of the purchase of the electric 
lighting undertakings of London was a 
very difficult and complicated one, and 
the Bill before the House appeared to 
him to deal with that subject in a partial 
and unsatisfactory manner. Over and 
above that, the proposals of the Bill could 
not, to his mind, be described as, in any 
‘sense, urgent. The hon. Member for 
West Islington stated that the object of 
the Bill was to give London the benefit 
of the Electric Lighting Acts, from which 
it was at present excluded ; but the hon. 
| Member himself admitted that the power 
of purchase, with a view to which the 
Bill was brought in, could not come 
| into effect for another thirty or thirty-one 
years. In other words, the Bill really 
looked forward to a period a generation 
hence. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that in the 
|event of an electric lighting company 
“consenting to sell, the purchase could be 
| made immediately. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR asked if| Council. He would just point out that 
there were any likelihood of that. The | there were cases in which the company 
proposal to which the hon. Member for | supplied more than one area, and it 
Battersea referred was so unimportant | might occur that the local authority 


that it was not even referred to by the | 
hon. Member who introduced the Bill. 
The fact was that not one of the pro- 
visions of the Bill would have any im 
portant effect for thirty years. The 
hon. Member for West Islington re- 
ferred to another reason why the Bill | 
was brought in, and that was the 
necessity for the adjustment of the areas 
in consequence of the London Govern- | 
ment Act. The hon. Member reminded | 
him that the Government had brought 
in a Bill to deal with that part of the 
subject, but for that very reason it was 
unnecessary to pass the Bill now before 
the House. He would explain why the, 
Government thought it necessary to 
introduce a Bill dealing with the question 
of the adjustment of areas, while, on the | 
other hand, they did not consider the pro- 
posals of the present Bill urgent. The 
difficulty which the Government Bill 
sought to smooth away would increase 
and become more urgent as _ years 
went by, for the reason that the 
adjustments the Bill referred to were 
principally adjustments of areas where 
mains and works did not at ovresent 
exist ; but as years went on those areas 
would have mains laid down, and when 
that was done the difficulty would be 
very much greater than it was at 
present. ‘That was not so with the pro- 
posals of the Bill before the House. The 
difficulty would not increase as years 
went on. 


Mr. LOUGH said that new companies | 
might be established. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that no 
difficulty would arise in that way. He 
wished to point out that the proposals in 
the Bill were of a partial character. They 
had regard fort he convenience of the local | 


might desire to purchase the undertaking 


in only one area, with the result that the 
company’s area would be cut in half. 
Such a case was not provided for in the 
Bill. Again, there were cases in which 


|two companies supplied one area. The 


local authority might buy up _ the 


undertaking of one company and let 


the other severely alone, with the result 
that there would be a local authority 
running an electric light undertaking 
in competition with a private company. 
That was a situation which the House 
refused to accept last year. He merely 
mentioned these matters in order to show 
how full of difficulty the question was. He 
would suggest, in respect of this Bill, that 
the House should not read it a second 
time now, but should accept his assurance 
that the Government were fully alive to 
the fact that sooner or later the problem 
must be dealt with by legislation, and 
that it had better be dealt with in a 
publicthan ina private Bill. Hethought 
it would be very much easier, as the time 
to purchase approached, to arrive at the 
best solution of the difficulty. At any 
rate, the question could not be adequately 
settled now by a premature and ill- 
considered private Bill, and therefore, 
as far as he was concerned, if his right 
hon. friend went to a division he should 
vote with him. 


(4.20.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) 
said that, although he regretted the 


action of the President of the Board of 
Trade in opposing the Bill, he noticed 


with satisfaction that the right hon. 
Gentleman had simply stated his own 
opinion, and had not grounded his 
opposition on the general policy of the 
Board of Trade. The settled policy of 
that Department had always been—no 





authorities and the County Council,| matter what Government might be im 
but they have no regard for the position | office—to encourage, with due regard 
of the companies. His own view was for private interests and vested rights, 
that the question of the ultimate destiny of | the acquisition of electric lighting under- 
the electric light undertakings of London | takings by public authorities, an 
must be deait with by a general and| thought it would be a great pity if the 
public Bill introduced by the Govern-| House marked a departure from that 
ment, and that it could not be dealt policy by rejecting the Bill. Everyone 
with by a Bill promoted by the County who had listened to the debate must 
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have been struck by the extreme com-| their hands in the future, and hence it 
plication of the subject. It had been| was only right that the House should 
excessively difficult even for those who had | adhere to its general principle and allow 
some previous knowledge of the subject,| the Bill to go to a Committee in due 
to follow the various points raised. | course. 
Surely, then, this was essentially a matter 
which should be dealt with by a| Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
Commiteee upstairs. The House had | that, speaking on behalf of one of the 
no materials before it to enable it to| London boroughs, he would ask the 
come to a decision. No point had been| House to allow the Bill to be read the 
raised in that debate which would not be| second time. He felt grateful to the 
a fitting subject for a coommitte, which | President of the Board of Trade that, 
could take evidence, and which could; while expressing his personal views in 
inquire into the vested interests likely | opposition to the Bill, he had not put 
to be affected. This was not a private| pressure upon the supporters of the 
Bill in the ordinary sense of the word.| Government from the party point of 
It had been brought in by the London | view; and, indeed, it was understood 
County Council at the request and)|that the Government desired to leave 
with the assent of the majority of the | the matter to the free judgment of the 
metropolitan boroughs and the local| House. He was not aware of any Lon- 
authorities, whocertainly ought tohave an | don borough that was opposed to this 
opportunity of going before aCommittee. | Bill. It was said that it was premature, 
Again, there were matters of necessity | but he happened to have been engaged 
included in the Bill. in an arbitration in which certain 
boroughs inthe East End were pro- 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Can the| posing to take over electric lighting 
right hon. Gentleman point to a single| powers, and this showed that the pro- 
one 4 cess embodied in the Bi!l had already 
begun. The Bill would facilitate the 
Mr. BRYCE: I understand it is the| taking over of such undertakings and 
view of the local authorities there are | would tend to cheapen the cost of electric 





certain things they ought to be able to do | lighting, and he hoped, therefore, it would 


at once. not be thrown out simply because there 
was a well-rooted suspicion of the Lon- 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Thirty|don County Council. What had the 
years hence. boroughs of London done that their 
interests should be prejudiced because of 
Mr. BRYCE said the local authorities | that suspicion? Personally, he would be 
felt that vested interests were being | quite content if the Bill was allowed to 
ereated in electric lighting in their| go forward and to be thoroughly con- 
districts every day, which would make | sidered by a Committee. It could then, 
it impossible to deal with the matter in| if necessary, be withdrawn and a better 
the broad way suggested by the Pre-| Bill introduced next year. 
sident of the Board of Trade—and it was 
only right that they should have the| (4.28.) Question put. 
opportunity of stating their case before 
a Committee. It might be that the| The House divided :—Ayes, 173; Noes, 
creation of vested interests would tie | 143. (Division List No. 78.) 





AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) ; Blake, Edward Caldwell, James 
Allen, William (Gateshead) Boland, John | Cameron, Robert 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud) | Bond, Kdward Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Ambrose, Robert Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. Brigg, John Causton, Richard Knight 
Austin, Sir John Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Channing, Francis Allston 
Barlow, John Emmott Burke, E. Haviland- Clancy, John Joseph 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Burns, John Cogan, Dennis J. 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) ‘ Caine, William Sproston Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Uardiff) 
Delany, Williain 

Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliott, Hon A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Farquarson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patriek 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hay, Hon. Clavde George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healey, Timothy Michael 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Joicey, Sir James 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
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| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Kennedy, Patrick James 

| Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 

Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lundon, W. 
| Macdona, John Cummin 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Govern, T. 
| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
| Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Morley, Rt. Hon. Jno.(Montrose 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
; O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
| O’Connor, T. P. ann, aN 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly, Connor (Mayo, N.) 
| O’Kelly, James(Roscomm’n, N. 
| O’Malley, William 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
| O’Shee, James John 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 


NOES. 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R F. (N. Lanes. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 


Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranbourne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar,'l’. R.T’rH’mlets,S.Geo.) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, SirR.Threshie(Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shaw, Thomas Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Soares. Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnC. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan,E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

Welby, Lt.-Cl.A.C.E. (Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitely, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Ogmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. 
Bousfield. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Foster, PhilipS. (W’rwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Rokert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
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Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. ; Moon, Edward Robert Pacy _{ Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Hoare, Sir Samuel | Moore, William (Antrim, N.) Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) | Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil | Morrell, George Herbert | Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth Morrison, James Archibald | Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse ; Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) | Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | Mount, William Arthur | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) | Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute | Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop.) | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Business. 30° 





Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leverson-Gower, Freder’k N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Purvis, Robert 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington | Valentia, Viscount 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 

| Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 

| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

' Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E. R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) | Remnant, James Farquharson , Wylie, Alexander 


Macartney, Rt.Hn W.G.Ellison | 


Ridley, Hon.M. W. (Stalybridge | 


M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Manners, Lord Cecil Round, Samuel 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh’e 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
V1Z. :— 

Leyland and Farington Gas Bill. 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 

way Bill. 

North Eastern Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on | 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government (Ireland) 

visional Order (No. 1) Bill. 


Pro- 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 


time upon Monday next. 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Captain Jessel and Mr. 
Banbury. 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


Petition for additional Provision; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL, 
[BROMLEY GAS BILL, 
LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL, 

Read the third time, and passed. 


BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEA- 
SHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL. 


EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


FAREHAM GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered ; An Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Mr. CaINE reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group E of Private Bills, That, 
for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 








Returns, 
COMMERCIAL GAS BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Cirencester, Daventry (Rural), 
Oldbury, Ramsgate, Rotherham, Scar- 
borough, and Southampton, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and 
Mr. Walter Long. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 
‘Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Cirencester, Daventry (Rural), 
Oldbury, Ramsgate, Rotherham, Scar- 
borough, and Southampton,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
123.] 





PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition from Westhoughton, in favour, 
to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 


Petition from Southport, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Paisley, 
Edinburgh, and Beith, St. Inans; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From West Nor- 
wood, Tongham, Preston, and West Kent ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Elham, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Westhoughton, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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Reports, &c. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) agi: gy AMENDMENT 


Petitions in favour : From Charlestown; 
Gullane ; Largo ; Ecclefechan ; Strathkin- 
ness ; Strathmiglo; Edinburgh (three) ; 
Paisley(two); Tweedmouth ; Pultenytown; 
Wick (three); Dundee (three) ; Glasgow 
(two); Alloa, Grantully, Greenock ; Auch- 
terarder ; Pitlochry ; Kelso ; Alyth ; New 
Scone ; Stranraer (two) ; Cummertrees ; 
Brechin (two) ; Monifieth ; and Perth; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petitions against establishment: From 
Greenock, and Helensburgh; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WAGES BOARDS BILL. 


Petition from Personal Rights Associa- 
tion, against ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, FTC. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES.) 


Annual Account presented, for the 
year 1900-1901, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 101.] 


ARMY (CLOTHING FACTORY.) 


Annual Account presented, of the 
Royal Army Clothing Factory for the 
year 1900-1901, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 102.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 11th March, 1902, declaring that 
John Roper Norrish, Chief Clerk and 
Cashier, His Majesty’s Consulate, Alex- 
andria, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his Department 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PATENT ACTS. 

Copy presented, of Note by the Solicitor 
General on the Report of the Committee 
appointed by the Board of Trade to inquire 
into the working of the Patent Acts on 
certain specified questions { by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (CASE OF Mr. A. P. 
PENNELL). 


Copy presented, of Correspondence 


relating to the removal of Mr. A. P. | 
Pennell from the Indian Civil Service [by 


Oommand]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report No. 349 
(British Guiana, Annual Report of 1900- 
1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NAVAL MAN(CEUVRES, 1900. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 17th January; Sir Charles 
Dilke|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 103.] 


NAVAL MAN(CZUVRES, 1901. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th January; Sir Charles 
Dilke| ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed [ No. 104.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | 


2749 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Papers laid upon the: Table by the 
Clerk of the House — 4 


1. Church Temporalities (Ireland)— | 
Copy of Report of the Comp- | 


troller and Auditor General upon 


the Account of the Irish Land | 


Commission in respect of Church 
Temporalities in Ireland for the 
year ended 31st March, 1901 
[by Act] ; to be printed. [No.105.] 

2. Irish Land Commission (Account) 
—Copy of Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General upon 
the Account of the Lrish Land 
Commission for the year ended 
31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to 
be printed. [No. 106.] 


EAST INDIA ‘OPIUM). 

Address for ‘‘ Return of Correspondence 
a8 to a Memorial from the Society for the 
Suppression of the Opium Trade, dated 
December, 1901.”—(Mr. John Gordon.) 
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Questions. 34 
| (4.40.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Lord Kitchener's 
Banishment Proclamation. 

_ Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
_beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Lord Kitehener’s proclama- 
‘tion of 7th August, 1901, in which it 
is alleged that the Boers were deprived 
of any regular military organisation, 
had the sanction of His Majesty’s 
Ministers, and is this portion of the 
proclamation still in vigour. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
The reply to both Questions is in the 
affirmative. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it the opinion 
of the Government ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Burning of Delarey’s Farmhouse. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
General Delarey’s farmhouse was burnt 
down by the English troops; if so, 
under what General’s orders was this 
'done, and did the Government remon- 
strate with the General. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have received 
no information as to the burning of 
|General Delarey’s farm. 


Lord Methuen’s Reverse. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the composi- 
‘tion of the mounted troops under Lord 
Methuen in the recent engagement. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I have not yet 
received exact details of the composition 
| of this force. 


| Caprain NORTON: I will repeat 
the Question on Monday. 
Release of Lord Methuen. 

Mr. CORRTEJGRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
conditions, if any, under which Lord 





Methuen has been released. 
B 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I have no 


information except what I have already 
given to the House. 


Execution of Commandant Scheepers. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any communica- 
tions took place between the Colonial 
Office and the civil or military author- 
ities in South Africa with reference to 
the execution of Commander Scheepers 
before that execution took place ; and, 
if so, will he lay these communications 
upon the Table. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir. 


Remounts—Spalding Horses. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state in 
what respect the horses recently offered at 
Spalding were unsuitable, and whether 
many were rejected because they were 
not quite six years old ; also, is he aware 
that a horse whose age was thirty-five 
years has just been purchased at Col- 
chester for Army purposes ; and whether, 
on the face of the uncertainty prevailing 
in agricultural districts as to the require- 
ments of the War Office, he will state the 
maximum and minimum age that will 
pass inspection, and also publish full 
information of other conditions insisted 


upon, 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): Of the horses 
offered at Spalding many were under five | 
years old, and therefore too young, some | 
were to big ; others were rejected for un- | 
soundness or malformation. The officer | 
concerned advertised his intended visit | 
and stated the ages and sizes of the 
horses required. No horse thirty-five | 
years old has been purchased for the | 
Army. The animal most suitable for 
present requirements is the compact | 
weight-carrying cob, age six to nine | 
years, and height 14-2 to 15-1 hands. | 


Brigade of Guards. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bed-. 
fordshire, Biggleswade): I beg 
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he is aware that a number Of men be- 
longing to the Army Reserve, who were 


| called out in 1899, are now, and have 


been for some time, on working furlough 


from the Brigade of Guards and other 


units, and that these men have been all 
these months while on working furlough 
receiving the same pay as those Reser. 
vists still detained with the colours; 
whether he will state what numbers are 
now on working furlough either from the 
Brigade of Guards or from other units; 


‘and will he explain why, if their services 


were no longer required with their regi- 
ments, this cost to the country was not 
saved, 


Lorp STANLEY: The system of 
“working furloughs” was instituted 
during 1900 on the representations of 
employers of labour that the labour 
market was depleted by the war and 
was applied only to those men who 
would have been working but for the 
war. Statistics could be obtained of the 
number of men on such furlough, but 
they could only be collected by some 
time and labour. Many of them have 
been recalled recently, and those fit for 
South Africa will be despatched there. 


Horse Shoe Nail Contract. 

CapTaIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the striking 
off from the list of contractors of a 
certain firm supplying horse shoe nails, 
the reason given being that the nails were 
of unsuitable dimensions, whereas at a 
trial conducted by representatives of the 
Director General of Ordnance and the 
Director General of the Army Veterinary 
Department, in the presence of the 
makers, the nails were found to be fault- 
less ; and whether the War Office has 
declined to reinstate the said firm on the 
list of contractors until a further trial 
takes place at Aldershot at which no 
representatives of the firm will be 
allowed to be present, the said firm hay- 
ing offered to submit their nails to any 
test at which they will be allowed to be 
present, 


Lorp STANLEY: The firm alluded 
to was removed from the list for nails 
because the nails supplied were reported 
to be too thick and wide in the shanks 


On appeal 


the Secretary of State for War whether | at the conference mentioned, the nails 
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then submitted were found to be free 
from the above defects. It was, how- 
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ever, held advisable to have a practical | 


trial of the nails before the firm could 
be replaced on the list. Such a trial 


involved the nails being in the horses’ | 


feet for a certain period, and it was con- 
sequently not possible for the firm to be 
present throughout that period. An 
order was placed with the firm last June 


for this purpose but they have not yet | 


delivered the nails. 


Yeomanry Reserve. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether a Volunteer 
belonging to a mounted infantry eom- 
pany can join the new Yeomanry Reserve 


Questions. 38 


of same, are stationed on the coasts of 
Scotland and Ireland respectively for the 
purpose of patrolling the coasts and 
enforcing the law. 


THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLpD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The following gunboats are erm- 
ployed on the coast of Scotland :— 


Gunboat. Tonnage. Speed. 
“Speedwell ” 735 18 to 20 knots. 
**Cockchafer” - 465 7 knots. 
“Redwing” - - - 461 7 knots. 
“Starling” - - - 465 7 knots. 


A fifth gunboat, the “Jackal,” 750 tons, 


and twelve knots speed, is placed at the 


while remaining an active member of his 


corps. 
Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Imperial Yeomanry Committee—Pay- 
ment for Surplus Clothing Stores. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state why a sum of £4,000 was paid to 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee in 
1900-1901 for surplus clothing stores 
taken over at cost price, seeing that such 
articles as felt hats for which Army rates 
are 3s. 53d. each were taken over at 8s. 
103d. each. 


Lord STANLEY: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to paragraph 44 
of the Report of the Controller and 
Auditor General on the Army Accounts 
for 1900-1901, on which he has based his 
Question, and wherein he will find a full 
answer to it set forth. 


Meat Contract. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary for War whether he can 
now place upon the Table a copy of 
the contract entered into with the Cold 
Storage Company for the supply of meat 
for South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 


Gunboats on the Scottish and Irish 
Coasts. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
to the Admiralty whether he will state | 


what gunboats, and tonnage and speed | years later. 


disposal of the Scottish Fishery Board. 
On the coast of Ireland the followmg 
gunboats are employed :— 


Gunboat. Tonnage. Speed. 
** Skipjack ” - 735 18 to 20 knots. 
** Argus ” 300 7 knots. 
** Amelia ” 416 7 knots. 


The sailing cruiser “ Fly” (sixty tons) is 
also employed on the Irish coasts, and a 
cruiser is provided by the Irish Board af 
Agriculture for the protection of Fisheries. 


Naval Pensions—Case of Edward St. 
George. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that Edward St. 
George, who was discharged from the 
Navy after twenty-one years service, 
during which he was present at engage- 
ments in China and other parts of the 
Empire, only got a pension of ls. per 
day, although entitled to a full pension of 
ls. 5d. per day ; whether a promise was 
given that after this man left the prison 
service, in which he was after leaving the 
Navy, his case would be further con- 
sidered ; and, seeing that St. George has 
now been discharged from the prison 
service and has a large family depending 
on him, will he have this man’s case 
reconsidered immediately with a view to 
increasing his pension. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The facts 
of the case are not correctly stated in the 
hon. Member’s Question. St. George’s 
service in the Royal Marine Artillery 
only entitled him to a pension of Is 
a day, and this was awarded him on his 
discharge in 1879. The additional 5d. 
mentioned in the Question is the Green- 
wich Hospital Age Pension, for which the 
man did not become eligible until sixteen 
He was informed, as stated, 


B2 
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that he would be considered for this 
award on leaving the prison service, and 
in accordance with this promise an award 


was made in his case in January last, to_ 
take effect from the beginning of the | 
The award could | 


coming financial year. 
not, however, be communicated to the 


man until a day or two ago, as he had | 
changed his residence and left no address | 


behind him. 


Cape Guardafui and Socotra—Lighting. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs, having regard to the 
many shipping casualties which have 
occurred off the coast south of Ras Asir, 
Cape Guardafui, will he consider the 


expediency of taking such steps as may | 


be necessary to secure the erection of a 
lighthouse on tkis headland. 
*THE 


UNDER SECRETARY or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord ! 


CRANBORNE, Rochester): His Majesty’s 


Government are at present in communi- | 


cation with the Italian Government in 
regard to proposals made by the latter 
for the establishment of a lighthouse on 
Cape Guardafui; but there seems to be 
a considerable difference of opinion 
amongst the British Shipping Companies 
which are interested as to the advantage 
of this proposed light. 


Sm JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- | 


ter, N.E.): May I ask whether, if a light 
is placed on Cape Guardafui, it will do 
away with the light long contemplated 
on Socotra ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The two sub- 


jects must be considered together. 


Waima Arbitration. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he can give an 


approximate date for the settlement of 
our claim for compensation in the Waima 
incident; and also will he state the 
amounts paid to the widows and relatives 
of the men who were killed, and say 
what proportion the amounts paid bear 
to the amounts claimed on their behalf. 


*Lorpd CRANBORNE: The British 
claim for compensation in the Waima 
incident is still before the arbitrator, who, 
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under the terms of the Arbitration Con- 
vention must give his decision by July 
17th next. Lieutenant Liston’sfamily have 
been awarded from Army funds pensions 
amounting to £125 a year and gratuities 
amounting to £237 5s.; also from the 
Royal Bounty a sum of £100 and from 
the Colonial Services Vote £350. These 
latter amounts will be recoverable from 
any indemnity that may be paid by the 
French Government. Mrs. Lendy, the 
mother of Captain Lendy, and Mrs. 
Wroughton the mother of Lieutenant 
Wroughton, have each received a sum of 
| £225 from the Colonial Services Vote 
which will likewise be recoverable from 
| the French indemnity. The mother of 
Sergeant-Major James Carraher has been 
allotted a pension of 5s. a week by the 
Patriotic Fund. The last Question should, 
I think, not be answered whilst the 
arbitration is pending. 


Anglo-Japanese Treaty. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, $.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether, by Article I. 
of the Agreement between Great Britain 
/and Japan, of 30th January, 192, either 
of the high contracting parties may in- 
dependently take action under the Agree- 
ment, if, in the judgment of that party 
alone, its interests are threatened in the 
| manner there described. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: There is nothing 
in the Agreement to prevent cither Power 
from taking such action as it may think 
| necessary in defence of its interests, but 

Article V. provides that the two Powers 
| will communicate fully and frankly with 
| each other if the interests referred to in 
| the Agreement are in jeopardy. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) : I beg to 
| ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
'whether, under the Anglo-Japanese 
Agreement, Japanese subjects are allowed 
to settle and trade in the Australian 
Colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 
The Agreement which has been laid on 
the Table is in no way concerned with the 
| subject of the hon. Member's Question. 





Canadian Mail Contract. 

| Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
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whether any negotiations have been pro- | 


ceeding and are now practically concluded 
between the British and Canadian Govern- 
ments for a subsidised line of steamers by 
which the voyage from this country to 
Canada and vice versd is expected to be 
performed in the space of five days ; and 
whether any authoritative announcement 
on that subject will be made before the 
Motion for the approval of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company’s Mail Contract 
to Hong Kong is taken. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Duty on Foreign Chocolate. 
Sik SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): I 
beg to ask Mr Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether, seeing that although 
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Questions. 42 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircuis, 
Croydon) : I do not think that it would be 
desirable to do anything that might extend 
the scope of the inquiry beyond the limits 
of the labouring class to which the Stand- 
ing Orders in question relate. 


Workhouse Masters’ Accounts. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether it is the duty of the 
clerks to Boards of Guardians, when 
checking the master’s accounts, as re- 
quired by Article 25 of the General 
Order, 14th January, 1897, to examine 
and verify the cash balance in the hands 
of the’ master ; and, if it is not, whether 
he will consider the desirability of amend- 





Foreign Chocolate contains a large pro- | = 
portion of sugar, no extra duty has been! pun PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
charged upon it since the imposition of | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wateus 
alicable tall sther kinds of confectionery, | LONG: Bristol, &.):. It is the duty of the 
a will pasar see the - sacle: tll *§ | clerk to the Guardians, under the Article 
view of treating polls, 0 in the mi i Cee: Se ee 
ier 00 ether imental cenheatl ‘ | receipt and payment account, and to 
Ff Sener apr Nes seenemneey- | ascertain that the balance shown therein 
|is correct. He is not required to call 
THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | upon the master to produce the amount 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, | of any balance, which, according to the 
W.): Chocolate, which is a mixture of | account is in his hands, and it does not 
cocoa, sugar, and flavouring matter, has | seem to me that this course is necessary ; 
for long heen liable to a specific duty in-| the master has to account to the district 
dependent of the proportions in which its | auditor for any such balance. I may add 
several constituents may be present, and, | that moneys received by an officer on 
since 1853, the rate of that Duty has been | behalf of the Guardians are required to 
2d. a lb. The Sugar Duty of 4s. 2d. a | be forthwith paid over to the treasurer of 
ewt. on the proportion of sugar in the | the Union. If, at any time, too large a 
mixture is held to be merged in the higher | balance seems to be remaining in the 
specific rate on Chocolate ; and, if Choco-} master’s hands, it would be proper that 
late were treated like other confectionery, the clerk should call the attention of the 
it would be admitted at a much lower’ (juardians to the matter. 
Duty than that at present levied, which | 
I do not think my hon. friend would; Mr. CORRIEGRANT: Is it not a 
desire. , fact that the auditors only examine the 
accounts once a year, and that is the 
Re-Housing of the Working Classes. | only check on the cash in the master’s 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont-| hands. Would it not be better to have 
gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary | a more frequent check ? 
of State for the Home Department | 
whether he will refer to the Joint Com-| Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said 
mittee on the Standing Orders relating to | that if at any time the balance is too 
the re-housing of the Working Classes, | large, it is the duty of the clerk to report 





the question of making provision, by 
Standing Orders, for the re-instatement 
of members of the tenant-farming class, 
whose farms may be taken in the course 
of purchasing large areas of moorland by 
public bodies. 


the fact to the Guardians. 


Sheep Scab. 
Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford): I 
beg to task the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether, in view 
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of the periodical outbreaks of sheep | 
scab, he will consider the expediency of | 
promptly introducing a measure to secure | 
compulsory dipping of sheep at least | 
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| Departmental Committee of the Board of 
Agriculture which reported in 1899. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Departmental 


once a year, either by general legislation | Committee itself reported that further 


or by giving powers to County Councils 
to order compulsory dipping within their | 
own areas. 


THE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): One dipping a year would not) 
meet the difficulty, as the ova would not 
be destroyed, and a second dipping very | 
soon afterwards would be necessary to 
destroy the produce of the ova. The 
difficulties in the way of enforcing the 
dipping of some fifty millions of sheep 
twice a year, with a definite interval 


between the dippings, are obvious. Loca 
authorities have already such large 


powers for regulating the movement of 
sheep into, and in, their own districts 
that they practically can do what my 
hon. friend suggests by making dipping 
a condition pr ecedent to movement. 


Mr. HARDY: Do I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman to say that County 
Councils have powers to order the dipping 
of sheep within their own areas ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes. 
Mr. HARDY: 


areas. 


3ut not outside their 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he will take steps 
to compel the local authorities to enforce 
the sheep scab Order. 


Mr. HANBURY: If my hon. friend 
will let me know the particular local 
authorities of which he complains as not | 
doing their duty in this respect, I will | 
ascertain how far the complaint is justi- 
fied and take steps to see that the Order 
is properly carried out. 


investigation of the nature of the disease, 
even of some of the most elementary facts 


| in connection with it, was necessary before 


their recommendations could be adopted 
with any certainty of success. Such an 


‘inquiry was instituted in January of last 
| year, andits Report is expected within the 
/next few weeks. 


Civil Service Volunteers—Special Leave 
for Camp Attendance. 


CoLonEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Central 
Sheffield, I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if, having regard to the 
new requirements of the War Office in 
the matter of attendance at camp every 
year by all Volunteers, he will have 
directions issued to all public Departments 
that extra leave for the purpose is to be 
given when at all possible to civil ser- 
vants who are Volunteers, bearing in 
mind that this concession is accorded by 
certain other large employers. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THR TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir. The 
Treasury have assented, subject to the 
discretion of heads of Departments, to the 
grant of special leave without civil salary 
not exceeding a fortnight to civil servants 
who are Volunteers and who attend 
special camps for a minimum period of a 
ortnight. 


Women Clerkships in the Post Office. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the examination usually 
held in March for female or women clerk- 
ships in the Post Office will be held this 
year; and, if not, how soon afterwards 


is it arranged to be held. 


Glanders. 

Mr. HARDY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether, in view of the con- 
tinued prevalence of glanders, especially | 
in and around the metropolitan area, he | 
can now undertake to promote legislation | 
shortly on the lines suggested by the | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No 


| examination for women clerkships will 


|be held this month. It cannot at 
| present be stated whether an examina- 
tion will be held this year, but, if so, it 
will probably not be earlier than 
October. 





Shane ~- aan fl olan 2 ow of 


rn:  ~- -  .-  nd 


QO ee me 


—_r OFF; 


=| 


44 
d of 


ntal 
ther 


acts 
fore 
pted 
h an 
last 
the 


ave 


rft) : 
tral 
y to 
the 
> in 
ery 
lave 
ents 
» be 
ser- 
in 
| by 


TO 
sER- 
The 

the 
the 
ary 
ints 
end 
of a 


ity, 
the 
ster 
ally 
ark- 
this 
rds 


No 
will 
at 
ina- 
), It 
han 





45 Questions. 


Wireless Telegraphy—Marconi’s System 
in Cape Colony. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8.): On behalf of the hon. Member for | 
Hythe, 1 beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether any agreement has 
been made between the Cape Govern- 
ment and the Eastern Telegraph Group 
which would have the effect of excluding 
Marconi’s wireless system of telegraphy 
from being tried and worked in Cape 
Colony. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General has no know- 
ledge of any such agreement between 
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the Cape Government and the Eastern 


Telegraph Group. 


| Local Government 


Condition of Irish Labouring Classes. | 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
passed by a Convention of Delegates 
from branches of the Irish Land and 
Labour Association in the Macroom | 
district, appealing to the Department of 
Agriculture to extend a portion of its | 
time and attention to the condition of | 
the labouring classes, requesting it to | 
appoint a qualified and responsible ofticer, | 
whose sole duty would be to look after | 
their interests, and pointing out other | 
directions in which the Department | 
could with advantage encourage and ' 
assist the rural labourers; and will he | 
state what concessions will be made by | 
the Department of Agriculture to th: 
representations it has received in this | 
connection. 


{ 
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cottage, which was sanctioned about 
twelve years ago on the lands of a 
farmer named Hincheon, in the Clon- 
moyle electoral division; is he aware 
that this cottage was let out to contract 
a second time about eighteen months, 
and the necessary bonds for the execu- 
tion of the contract entered into; will 
he state the cause of delay in the 
erection of the cottage, and what steps 
the Local Government Board will take 
to secure its erection. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The erection of 
this cottage was originally abandoned 
by the local authority because the 
limit of taxation for cottages already 
built in the electoral division had been 
reached. Upon the passing of the 
Act, 1898, which 
made the expenses a UDistrict oharge, 
the Rural Council accepted a tender for 
the cottage from a contractor. The 
Council, however, failed to obtain the 
consent of the present owners of the 
land, and no further action has been 


| taken by the Council. 


Wren and Stokes Estate, Co. Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 

7): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the receiver on the 
estate of Wren and Stokes has compelled 
the tenants on the townlands of Bally- 
noneen and Craughdarieg (part of the 
estate), North Kerry, Listowel Union, 
to sign agreements as eleven months 


' graziers ; and can he state what is the 


cause of the delay in the sale of this estate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact is not, I 


|am informed, as stated in the first part 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 


of the Question. There are no proceed- 


LAND (Mr. WyNpuaM, Dover): The| ings pending for the sale of the estate, so 
hon. Member has forwarded to me a’ far as [ can ascertain. 


copy of the resolutifn. I have referred 
it to the Department, which will con-' 
sider the suggestions it contains. 


Clonmoyle Labourers Cottage Scheme. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board have received from the 
Macroom Rural District Council a state- 
ment of the facts regarding the alleged 
delay in the erection of a labourer’s 





Richmond Hospital, Dublin. 
Mr. NANNETTI'*(Dublin, College 


' Green): T beg toask the Chief Secretary 
,to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fatal burning accident to a child 
named Edith Ferne, of Upper Dominick 
Street, Dublin, and to the fact that 
medical aid and admission are alleged 
by the parents to have been refused by 
the medical residents of the Richmond 
Hospital," Dublin ; whether, seeing that 
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this hospital is in receipt of an annual decision will be taken until I have had 
grant from the Government, he willtake | an opportunity of conferring with the 
such steps as will secure medical aid by | | Vice-President of the Local Government 


the hospital authorities for such cases in 
future ; and whether he will order an in- 
quiry into all the circumstances attend- | 
ing the death of Edith Ferne and the| 
alleged refusal of the authorities of the 
hospital to give medical aid when called 
upon to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Government 
has no official cognisance of the facts 
alleged in the first part of the Question, 
nor does it rest with me to direct an in- 
vestigation, as suggested. I have, how- 
ever, referred the matter tothe Board of 
Governors, who have kindly undertaken 
to investigate the charges against the 
House Surgeon at a special meeting to 


be held by them today. 


Longford and Granard Union Cottage | 


chemes. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when the 
Provisional Order for the erection of 
cottages in Longford and Granard 
Unions now some three years pending 
will be issued. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Orders in 
these cases have been issued. I am satis- 
fied that the Local Government Board 
has done everything in its power to ex- 
pedite their issue. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Was the Order 
issued within the last week ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : On the 7th of this 
month. 


Granard Union. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has yet received 
a copy of the report of Major Fair on the 
inquiry into the proposal to dissolve the 
poor law union of Granard ; and, if so, 
will he lay a copy of the report upon the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received the 
Inspector's report. It would be contrary 
to the invariable practice to lay these 


reports, which are of a confidential char- | 


acter, on the Table of the House. 


| Board. 





Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman let me see a copy of the 
report ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 
that. 

Royal Botanic Garden, Glasnevin. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether any restrictions have recently 
been made limiting the admission 
of mail-carts and children’s carriages to 


'the Royal Botanic Garden, Glasnevin, 
| Dublin ; and, if so, what is the object of 


such regulation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware; 
but I will inquire and let the hon. 
Member know. 


Finlay’s Estate, Co. Cavan. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the estate of 
the representatives of John Finlay, in 
Co. Cavan, entered into ‘an agreée- 
ment with the owners and receiver of 
this estate to purchase their holdings 
through the Irish Land Commission in 
April, 1897, at eighteen vears purchase 
of the rents then payable, on condition 
that all the arrears due up to Ist May, 
:897, should be discharged by the pay- 
ment of one half year’s rent, and that 
interest at 4 per cent. should be paid 
on the purchase money in lieu of rent 
until the sale should be completed ; is 
he aware that the receiver, notwith- 
standing this agreement, continued to 
collect the old rents from the tenants by 
ejectments and Civil Bill process, and the 
tenants were obliged to bring the re- 
ceiver’s conduct before the Chief Land 
Commi'sioner, who decided that the 
agreements made in 1897 should be 
carried out. and that the tenants should 
get credit for all payments made since 
April, 1897; and, seeing that, notwith- 
standing this decision, the receiver per- 


No sists in demanding more money from 
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these tenants than is due, will the, 
Government take any steps to compel | 
this receiver and the solicitors of the’ 
owners to fulfil the agreement. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Provisional agree- | 
ments to sell to the tenants were entered | 
into in February, 1898, the terms of | 
which were substantially as stated. Con- | 
siderably delay was occasioned in pre- | 
paring the applications for advances | 
owing to disputes about turbary, and. 
the applications were not signed until | 
May, 1901. Meanwhile the tenants paid 
their rent as formerly, but on the under- 
standing that such payments would be 
credited as interest on the purchase 
money, which has been done. Civil Bill 
processes were issued against a few of 
the tenants who refused to pay any. 
rent, but ultimately they paid on the 
advice of their solicitor. The Civil Bills 
were then struck out and no costs 
charged to the tenants. No ejectment , 
proceedings have been taken against the 
tenants for many years. The conduct 
of the receiver was not brought before 
the Chief Land Commissioner, nor was 
any order made by him as alleged. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN : If I produce docu- | 
mentary proof of my statement that 
this receiver demanded money, will the 
right hon. Gentleman take any steps in | 
the matter ! 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: As a matter of 
fact, has his title been rejected by the 
Board % 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand he 
took proceedings against some of the 
tenants for collecting seaweed, some of 
whom signed an admission that Mr. 
Stoney was the owner of the foreshore, 
but the Board have not accepted that 
as legal evidence of his title. 


Dromore Riot. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the prosecutions 
in connection with the recent rioting in 
Dromore, County Down, will be conducted 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 


Act; and, whether, in view of similar 


disturbances in the same district on two 
previous occasions, it is the intention of 
the Government to establish a police 
barracks for the protection of life and 
property in the neighbourhood. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): At the request of my right 
hon. friend, I will reply to this Question. 
The complete report of the evidence avail- 
able in the case has not yet reached me. 
Pending its receipt I am not in a position 
to answer the first part of the Question. 
As regards the suggestion that a police 
barrack should be established in the 
neighbourhood, that is entirely a matter 


' for consideration by the local responsible 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will carefully. 
consider any communication the hon. 
Gentleman may make. 


Foreshore Rights on the Stoney Estate, 
Co. Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, seeing that the 
Congested Districts Board refused to pur- 
chase the foreshore of the Stoney Estate, 
near Mallaranny, Co. Mayo, owing to the 
failure of the owner to produce title, he 
can state if this title has yet been pro- 
duced ; and, if not, can he say who is the 
present owner of the foreshore. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Stoney has 
not produced to the Board proof of 
title to seaweed rights on the foreshore. 
I have no information respecting the 
ownership of these rights. 


Authorities, to whom the suggestion has 
been referred. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Who are the local 
responsible Authorities ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : The County Inspec- 
tor and the Magistrates. 


Cavan Police Force. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
can state what number of men of the con- 
stabulary were allocated to Co. Cavan 
under the original Constabulary Act ; has 
any change in the number of men been 
made since the original allocation ; and, if 
so, at what date ; how many men of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary are at present 


|permanently stationed in the county, 


and how many extra men, and to what 


districts are these extra men charged. 
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Department do not show the strength of 
the Police Force in each county prior to 
1848. In that year the County Cavan 
Force numbered 400 men. 
strength of the force was reduced to 300 
men. On the occasion of the last triennial 
redistribution of the force in 1900, the 
county was assigned a free quota of 219 
men, which is the existing Establishment, 
independently of four men of the Reserve 
force stationed in Blacklion, a moiety of 
whose cost is charged to the district. I 
may add that prior to 1848 one-half of 
the cost of the entire force of the county 
was defrayed from local rates. Since 
that year counties have been relieved of 
the charge for normal forces, and it is 
only in the event of an extra force being 
sent to the county that a charge is 
imposed. 


Irish Harbours of Refuge. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N): 
I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he will state how 
many harbours of refuge there are 
on the seaboard between the mouth 
of the Foyle and _ Belfast Lough; 
how many stations for the life-saving 
rocket apparatus have been provided ; 
and if it is the intention of the Board of 
Trade to make adequate provision for life- 
saving by the installation of such 
apparatus for the Derry, Belfast, Liver 
pool, and Glasgow shipping passing along 
this coast. 


THe PRESIDENT or tae BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): In addition to the natural 
harbour of Lough Larne, which affords 
perfect security from all winds and sea, 
there are many anchorages along this 
coast where vessels can obtain shelter 
according to the direction of the wide. 
No Life-Saving Rocket Stations are pro- 
vided on the coast between Lough Foyle 
and Belfast Lough. The question of 
establishing such stations on the coast of 
counties Londonderry and Antrim has 
already been brought before the Board 
of Trade more than once, but the 
inquiries made show that no sufficient 
necessity exists for providing Rocket 
Stations on that part of the coast. There 
is a life-boat at Port Rush and another 
at Carrick Fergus, while thirteen of the 
Coastguard Stations between those two 
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‘for life-saving purposes. 


In 1851, the | 
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places are supplied with belts and lines 
From the 
records of the Department it appears 
that only two lives were lost on those 
coasts owing to casualties to vessels 
during the ten years ended August, 1901. 


Longford Mail Delays. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
Post Office authorities have received any 
complaints as to delays of mails, especially 


cross-channel mails, in Longford recently ;. 


has any third mailarrival by train in 
Longford been arranged for recently; 
and can he explain why letters arriving 
from England and Scotland which should 
be delivered at 10.0 a.m. are only received 
about 9.30 p.m. by the persons to whom 
they are addressed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Inquiry is being made as regards the 
Mail service to Longford, and an answer 
shall be sent to the hon. Member as soon 
as possible. 


Rosscarbery Parcels Post. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): [beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether, in view of the necessity 
which exists in Rosscarbery for increased 
postal facilities, he will give a Return 
of the revenue derived from parcel 
postage in that town for the quarter 
ending 31st of December. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General regrets that the 
Return asked for by the hon. Member 
cannot be furnished, as it is not the 
practice to keep an account of parcels 
despatched from post offices day by day. 


Dublin Board of Agriculture—New 

ildings. 

Mr. MOONEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
plans for the propesed new buildings for 
the Board of Agriculture in Dublin will 
be prepared by competition ; and, if not, 
will he state the name of the architect to 
whom it is proposedto entrust such 
plans. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
presume that the Question refers to the 
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new Royal College of Science. 
propose to invite architects to submit 
plans in competition. The character of 
the buildings renders such a_ course 
almost impossible. No architect has yet 
been selected, but I hope to be able to 
announce the selection before the Bill 
leaves this House. 


Mr. MOONEY: Will it be an Irish 
architect 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am desirous that the work should be 
entrusted to one. 
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endowed or augmented, and_ that 
£800,0000 a year is devoted to that pur- 
pose by the Commissioners out their own 
funds. From private benefactors, a sum 
of £220,000 a year is also devoted to 
that purpose ; and I am further advised 
that augmentations of nearly £250,000 
are made every year by grants out of 
the common fund for necessitous cases. 

Is the 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : 


‘right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners do not give 


_augmentations to small livings where the 


| population is also small ? 


That is left to 
Queen Anne’s bounty. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I could not 


| enter into a discussion of the work of the 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: A Unionist 
architect, | suppose ! 
A NATIONALIST Member: Appoint | 


another German. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): Let us have a Nationalist for 
once. 


Clerical Fesetty- Sramseeet Committee 
on Church of England Endowments. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the poverty of a por- 


tion of the clergy, and the consequent | 


need which, prima faciv, exists of a re- 
vision of episcopal and other ecclesiastical 
incomes with a view of mitigating the 


gravity of the evil, he is willing either to. 


move, or to assent to a Motion, for the 
immediate appointment of a Select Com- 


mittee of this House to inquire generally | 


into the existing endowments in the 
Church of England and methods of their 
more equitable readjustment, and into 
other schemes for the improveme:t of 
the pecuniary condition of the clergy, and 
to report thereon without delay. 


THe FIRST LORD oF _ THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, 
Manchester, E.): I entirely concur with 
what the hon. Member says about the 
poverty of a portion of the clergy, but | 


Commissioners in answer to a Question, 
nor am I qualified for the purpose. But 


‘I have given the hon. Gentleman a 


cannot at the present time assent to his | 


proposal of a Parliamentary Committee. 
Imay remind him that the work of 
diminishing this evil is being actively and 
efficiently carried on by the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. If he will look at their 
last report, he will see that up to the 
present time 6,000 benefices have been 


general indication of the work which the 
Keclesiastical Commissioners are carrying 
out. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading upon Tues- 
day next read, and discharged. 





Bill withdrawn. 


Leave given to present another Bill 
instead thereof.—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2.) BILL. 

“To amend The Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, 1897,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 124.] 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on law, &c. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 107.] 

Minutes of the proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 107.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 125.] 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT (No. 3). 


Bill to amend the Workmen’s Com- 


pensation Act, 1897, ordered to be | 


brought in by Mr. Joseph Walton, Sir 

Walter Foster, Mr. John Burns, 

Mr. Pickard, Mr. Thomas Bayley, 

Mr. Caine, Mr. Barlow, Mr. Emmott, 

and Mr. Tennant. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 

“To amend the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act, 1897,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday 15th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 126.] 


Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The first Amend- 


ment down in the name of the hon. | 
Member for the Birr Division js not in | 


order.¢ In calling on the hon. Member 
for East Limerick I think I ought to 
remind him and the House, as his 
Amendment is drawn in somewhat 
ambiguous terms, that it will not 
be in order to discuss the necessity for 
future legislation, and that the argument 
must be confined to the action of the 
Executive under the existing law. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD. 
(5.10.) Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I 


rise to call attention to a question of very 


grave importance, viz., the working of the | 
Irish Congested Districts Board, which | 


consists of ten members in all, and 
includes two vx officio members, the 


+ The following is the notice referred to :— 
“On Civil Service Estimates, to call attention 
to the case of certain evicted tenants in 


Ireland ; and to move, ‘ That, in the opiniontof | 


this House, the continued existence in Ireland 
of a number of families of tenant farmers who 
have been evicted from their holdings in recent 
years, and are now without regular homes or 
settled means of living, is a great eyil, and a 
constant source of ill-feeling and bitterness 
amongst different classes of the people in certain 
districts in Ireland, requiring the immediate 
attention of the Executive Government.’ ”— 


(Mr. Reddy). 
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| Chief Secretary or Under Secretary, the 
Land Commissioner, five members 
to be appointed by His Majesty, and 
three temporary members also appointed 
| by His Majesty. In the Board, as at 
first constituted, the Rev. Father Davis, 
P.P., Baltimore, Co. Cork, seemed to in- 
spire the people of the south— in Cork and 
| Kerry especially—with a belief that from 
| his varied experience and great know- 
‘ledge they might feel confident of 
| obtaining some substantial results. Dr. 
| O'Donnell, the great and patriotic Bishop 
|of Raphoe, succeeded the good Father 
| Davis, but both were heavily handicapped 
| by the great majority of the Board who 
| were by no means in sympathy with 
the poor peasant concerned. The right 
'hon. the Member for the Montrose 
Burghs succeeded Mr. Jackson on the 
Board, but, after all, it mattered little 
as he and other friends were in a minor- 
ity. Next we had later on introduced 
the Rev. Father O'Hara, P.P., Kilimagh, 
a host in himself. Emigration schemes 
'to Canada and Manitoba were broached, 
and in both projects Mr. Tuke and Mr. 
Horace Plunkett were conspicuous figures, 
We have had enough of emigration. We 
have been emigrating and emigrated until 
| the life blood has been almost drained out 
of us, and those who remain at home are 
no better off ; nay, they are much worse 
off, because it is the fine young men and 
young women who have gone away, and 
the poor old people who are left behind to 
| eke out a miserable existence on their bits 
| of land or to die in the workhouses and 
fill each turn a pauper’s grave. The 
| revenues of the Board arerather restricted, 
| being the interest, I believe, on the 
million and a half remaining over from 
‘the Irish Church Fund, as well as_ the 
Irish Reproductive Loan Fund and other 
funds of a minor character. The pro- 
gramme of the Board appears to be of a 
_ large and varied character, if it were only 
‘earried out. It comprises: Agricultural 
‘development, forestry, breeding of live 
stock and poultry, sale of seed oats and 
potatoes, amalgamation of small holdings, 
migration, emigration, fishing and its 
appurtenance, weaving and spinning, and 
other suitable industries. 





| 


This is a big bill of fare, surely, but after 

all it has but a small share of reality. 
| Improvements have, no doubt, been made 
on the original Act by Amending Acts, 
| particularly those of 1899 and 1901. The 
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former made from the Exchequer or some 
other imperial source a grant of £25,000 
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annually for the relief of the poor tenant | 
and others in the scheduled districts, while | 
the Act of last session rendered the work- | 
ing of the Act of 1891 more simple. It | 


rendered it more easy to deal with cranky 
tenants who were not satistied with the 
general arrangement, dealing with tur- 


bary rights, where no statutory con- | 


ditions as to rent do not prevail, and 
it empowered the Board to purchase 
land for the purpose of migration. 
Among the Questions on yesterday’s 
Paper I saw one from my hon. friend 
the Member for East Galway, represent- 
ing that the people of the townlands 
of Ballinagurrane, Curraghlahan, Derry- 
more, Ballinapark and Cahirlishtrain, 


seventy-five families with an aggregate | 


of 372 persons all told, had a poor- 
law valuation of £24 13s.—that is, 
something bordering on £12 for each 
individual. Yet with such a condition 
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whether of the flat-roofed, castellated, or 
Gothic style—each built in the owner’s 
own style. I went into some of those 
mansions with my friends, with a care- 
ful look-out for my upper story, 
to see nothing but poverty and 
misery, yet with fine manly faces on 
the young men, and young women 
equally good looking. Well, they say 
the savage loves his native shore, and 
then why not those brave peasants love 
their bogs and mountains, bad and unen- 
durable as they are? Away from those 
scenes of misery I saw some fine lands, and 
no houses nor people there, save and 
except a few here and there, which, [| 
concluded, were the houses of herds. I 
saw some cattle in the distance, and I 
then said to myself, “I suppose those are 
the,ranches we have heard so much about.” 
I conversed in lrish with some of the men 
there, old and young; they spoke their 
native tonguewith grammatical accuracy ; 


the more youthful of them spoke English 


of things before their eyes, the Con-| 


gested Districts Board have taken no 
action to ameliorate the lot of those 
poor people. 

Now, Sir, £ would ask? How do 
those wretched peasants manage to get 
along to keep body and soul together, 


and to pay rent for the little holdings, | 


most ot them either mountain or cut 
out hog? For once in my life I was 
in that part of 


witnessed evidence of misery such as 
no other part of the country could 
present. Such a thing as the making 
of rent off those little holdings was 
altogether impossible. I learned from a 
friend who accompanied me that the 


there, and in other parts of West Con- 


| 


| 


| 
| 


|of our itinerant performers, 


z : ; ; | and substance of whose benefaction will 
more youthful portion of the inhabitants | Sia - 


naught, go to the north of England in the | 


harvest and come home after a few 
months, to pay the greedy landlord his 
rent by their earnings whilst at this 
side of the water. 
people around the sea coast go out in 
the open sea and tear away the sea- 
weed from the rocks to convert it into 
kelp or use it as manure for their little 
bits of crag. I saw, here and there, 
some pieces of cut-out bog with a 
collection of houses built around on 
land more elevated, what they call in 
Irish “ graigs,” built with an utter dis- 
regard of the rules of architecture, 





Some of the poor | 





tolerably well. 

To come to the latter part of my 
Ameudment, I would say that the con- 
fidence of our people in the future 
working of the Congested Districts Board 
is not at all enhanced by the appointment 
of Lord Shaftesbury in the room of Lord 
De Vesci. If I rightly remember, the 
right hon. the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land said that in connection with the 
appointment was a promise that the 


the country, and | noble Lord would visit those parts of Ire- 


land at no distant date. Well, if I am 
before him at any one of the places, I 
will recommend the poor people to 
welcome him, and I will shake a fistful of 
green rushes under his feet, he being one 
the sum 


consist in his going around giving a few 
plausible platitudes on the improvement 
of our condition, like the “cuckoo” who 
comes and trolls her song and then moves 
away to more congenial quarters. We 
want a Board which will do something sub- 
stantial for our distressed people, with 
compulsory powers to purchase the 
outlying estates; failing that, we will 
be mindful of the old saw, “Keep 
pegging away, pegging away.” With 
these few words | beg to move the 
Amendment which stands in my name. 


(5.35.) Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) seconded the Amendment. He 
said that he regretted that the debate 
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should have taken place in the absence of 


the hon. Member for East Mayo, who had | 
made the congested districts a study for | 


many years, and whose absence was a 
distinct loss to the debate, and he re- 
gretted also the absence of the hon. 


Member for South Mayo, which was_ 
not, however, voluntary, but due to’ 


the action of the Government of 
Ireland in confining him in_ prison 
for a speech he made in _ Ireland, 
which prevented him being present to 
take part in the debate on a subject 
upon which he was possessed of great 
knowledge. During the course of the 
present still young session there had 
been no less than five or six full-dress 
Irish debates, which fact would suggest 
two reflections to Members of both 
English political Parties. A point of 
departure in a certain new policy, re- 
commended to the English Liberal Party, 
was that the Irish question was dead, 
buried, and surmounted by a gigantic 
monumental tomb which would for ever 
prevent its making its appearance again 
in the light of day and in the minds of 
living men, but that suggestion was 
hardly borne out by the fact that in a 
session not four months old there had 
been so many Irish debates. The appear- 
ance of the House at this moment was 
not inspiring, and suggested the reflec- 
tion whether Parliament could not be 
better employed in discussing great 
questions of Imperial policy rather than 
have Irish debates on every alternate 
night, and whether the Irish Members 
could not be better employed in building 
up the ruins of Irish life into something 
like a healthy state rather than address- 
ing empty Benches in the House of 
Commons. 

Many people were tempted to think 
that, after all, the Irish question was 
a question of sentiment, passion, and 
conflict against the Government on one 
side, and discontent upon the other; 
but the discontent of Ireland had a solid 
foundation of great material want and 
great material wrong. Only this day he 
read in a financial paper— 

‘“‘The Census Returns show a decline since 
1891 of 5°3 per cent. in the population, which 
now stands at 4,456,546 only; in 1841 the 
population numbered 8,196,597. The wheat 
acreage has declined from 445,775 acres in 1855 
to 42,934 acres 1901—a falling away of 90°4 per 


cent. ! Even the potato acreage has diminished | 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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|in the same period by 35°3 per cent., and 


nationality to 
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another staple department of rural industry— 
flax—has lost 42‘) per cent of acreage; if the 
comparison be made with 1870 the loss is nearly 
72 per cent.” 

And the article concluded with the 
words-- 

“Surely it is time for Irishmen who 
have their country’s welfare really at heart o 
find better food for their political activities 
than the windy rhetoric and race-hatred which 
is all their present representatives offer them.” 
He could not accept that as being the 
correct representation of the mode 
in which they met their combatants, 
but he quoted the figures to impress 
upon the House the fact, so con- 
stantly forgotten, that in Ireland, after all 
the benefits derived from the British 
connection of the last 100 years, they had 
a nation in ruin. That general condition 
of Ireland was aggravated when it came 
to the Congested Districts Board, because 
they had every evil which belonged to 
Ireland generally aggravated by a num- 
ber of circumstances which did not. affect 
other parts of the country. The hon, 
Gentleman who had proposed the Amend- 
ment had alluded to the fact that 
Connaught was the refuge into which 
Cromwell drove the population after 
he had devastated and _re-settled 
many other parts. That produced con- 
gestion, but, evil as was the effect 
of his work, the Cromwell of the 
olden days, the Cromwell of the Ironsides, 
was far less destructive in his methods 
than the Cromwells of the present day. 
Connaught was more terribly devastated 
by famine and plague than any other 
provinces, and yet the landlords of that 
province, instead of acting as any other 
landlords in any other country would have 
done in a spirit of sympathy, took advan- 
tage of hunger and disease to clear the 
population, whom they sent off wholesale 
all over the world, and thousands of them 
died in consequence. 

What happened in 1847? In the 
haleyon days when they had no Irish 
Party to interfere, 120,000 people were 
sent out of the single county of Gal- 
way at the will of one foreigner— 
he did not desire to mention the 
which he _ belonged. 
[An Hon. Memper: He was a Scotch- 
man.] There were good and _ bad 
Scotchmen. This man, by the caprice of 
his own will, cleared a whole county, and 
sent the people to seek refuge in another 
land. This process had gone on since 
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the days of Cromwell, diminishing the 
population, and the wretched congestion 
of Connaught had been aggravated by bad 
laws and bad landlords, 
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The extraordin- | 


ary result which this system had produced | 


was that side by side with this unparalleled | 


condition, large tracts of excellent 
fertile land were lying idle with no popu- 
lation upon them, while the barren land 
wasovercrowded. He wouldgivethe House 
one or two examples. There was one 
estate of 350 acres in one parish of the 


congested districts with only one tenant. | 


There was another tract of 460 acres) 


with ninety-five tenants. Take the 
question of grazing. There was an 
estate in one of the districts of the 
Westport Union of 50,000 acres in the 
hands of one man, and side by side with 
that there was another parish where 
there were 600 families occupying 6,000 
acres. That wasa state of things which 
no civilised Government ought to permit. 
With regard to the condition of the 
people on small holdings, his hon. friend 
had touched lightly upon some of its 
features, but the main feature was that 
the labour in which these people were 
engaged was the hardest and the 
meanest paid labour, and in some cases 
it was most perilous. When men and 
women had to go out into the sea to 
pick up little bits of seaweed for food, 
they had almost got to the last depths of 
human labour, except the kind of labour 
some people had to endure in chemical 
and gas works in England. He very 
much regretted the absence of the hon. 
Member for South Mayo, because one of 
the most striking passages in his speech 
was that in which he described the 
budget of a farmer in the congested 
districts. He would quote upon this 
point a passage from Hansard in the 
speech of the hon. Member for South 
Mayo. He said— 


“T take the case of an average £4 holder, 
who is supposed to be much better off than a 
£2 or £3 holder, and I can defy contradiction 
when I say that the receipts of such a man for 
a year amount to as follows :—Butter, £4; 
cattle, £5; pigs, £5; sheep, £2; eggs and 
poultry, £2 10s; making a total of £18 10s. 
What is his expenditure? Rent, £4; taxes, 
£1 2s 6d; clothing, £6; meal and fiour, £8; 
groceries, £3 7s 6d; sundries, £3; young pigs, 
£1; or a total of £26 10s—without saying 
anything about a small saving for old age. 
This is equivalent to a deficit of £8, which 
must be found elsewhere in order to live.” 
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That brought him to another dark 
picture. They had all met in this 
country the harvestman from Ireland 
with his small bundle tied up in a red 
handkerchief. As a boy he remembered 
the harvesting season in Ireland. The 


| Irish harvestman would go to the station, 
/get into a cattle truck, and travel to 


Dublin, and upon the deck of some boat 
would manage to get over to England or 


Scotland. He would live on the plainest 


and the coarsest fare, and wear the 
plainest clothes, and after very hard 
labour, perhaps he would manage to 
bring back about £10. In his thrift and 
his self-sacrifice, by hard labour for small 
wages, and in his constant thought for 
the welfare of his wife and children at 
home, he claimed that the Irish peasant 
was one of the noblest examples in the 
country. But what became of that 
£10% It did not go to his wife and 
children, but it went to Lord Sligo, 
Lord Clanricarde, or Lord de Freyne. 
It went to alien landlords who never 
spent a single penny upon improving 
the condition of the people of Ireland. 
His hon. friend gave the case of a poor 
young girl of sixteen years of age leaving 
her home in the West of Ireland and going 
to a town in Scotland, after tramping the 
roads night after night and enduring great 
hardships. To appreciate this, they had 
to know the Irish feeling of family affec- 
tion and association. They had to consider 
the high regard the Irish had for the safety 
and purity of their women, and the horror 
they had of sending them amid the 
struggles and temptations of great cities, 
in order to understand the depth of pathos 
behind a story like that. This problem 
was on some sides one of the most hopeless 
that ever engaged the attention of states- 
men, and on another side he regarded it as 
one of the most hopeful. He did not 
know any problem which, when faced ina 
generous spirit, gave richer and prompter 
results. In illustration of this, he 
mentioned what had been done at 
Baltimore, in Ireland. He visited that 
town some years ago, and met one of the 
most truly great men whom he had ever 
had the pleasure of meeting —Father 
Davies, the parish priest of Baltimore. 
Father Davies had under his charge Cape 
Clear Island, which was eminently a 
congested district, and the kind of place 
they were dealing with. It was a place 
which, for generation after generation, was 
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in the condition of many of the congested | with the families. This practice wag 
districts today—a condition of chronic | quickly disappearing ; roads were being 
hunger, deepening into periodical famine. | made, land was being drained, and a new 
One fine day the Baroness Burdett-Coutts | world of hope and prosperity had heen 
had her attention brought to the condition | opened to the people. 
of the island by the late Father Leader.' The Irish Members raised this ques- 
She advanced money, which was spent in | tion again and again because it was 
buying boats. The money was repaid. a bitter and sad problem. It was one, 
One of the most gratifying and hopeful | however, which could be easily dealt with, 
features of this business was the because it was not large, and they raised 
punctuality with which the Irish people jt because they entertained the belief 
had met all the advances made tothem for that it was in the power of the Govern 
the improvement of their condition. The ment of Ireland to deal with the proble ‘ 
result was that now it was a place with ji, such a way as for ever to wai it 
the best fishing boats in the world for the | son the eatin and wrongs of Ireland 
Paltime for which they were used. | Hi, philosophy was that we were all very 
altimore was at present one of the fish- anc the etiam eal 
ing centres of the three kingdoms, with a eiiebeiiania ws “ . = einai 
prosperous, thriving, and contented i amar in te goa sg ond h 
population. That showed what could be “8 a a, Tey we 
} may that as his philosophy, he wanted the 
people in those districts to grow up in 
It was sometimes said that the cleanly, prosperous, and secure homes, 
Irish people were wanting in gratitude, That was what he wanted the Chief 
but there never was a greater calumny Secretary to help them to do. The Irish 
against any nation. If the hon. and gallant | problem faced them wherever they went. 
Member for Yarmouth said so, he would | [¢ faced no man more directly than him- 
not take any notice of it, nor did he wish | self, because he was the Member for what 
to show any want of personal respect when | after all. was an Irish town in the mide 
he said that that gentleman was one of the of an English city. He did not look for 
incursions from England who had not| the time when emigration from Ireland 
added to the felicity or good feeling of the). uid altogether ea Young nim a 
people of Ireland. The people of Cape yomen must seek larger opportunities 
Clear Island were full of gratitude under more Pec ennilshiins but 
a po d ge ge tgy Bsns res let the emigrants be a different kind from 
what the Irish people were capable of. those sent out in past generations. Let 
To illustrate the extraordinary condition | 4 re ee on the shores of 
of discipline and order into which the | ry y a -_ i oar te start the 
population had been brought by good a of yn 1 eye J wens 7 
management, he would repeat a joke of | nn = "th the — pernates i 
Father Davies. There was a ferry boat | na = ge 7 d ms ¢ mg 
running between Cape Clear Island and | . 9 ty, al ry y, an oe That 
the mainland. He asked how the ferry | erage soe toe ony chin ahs oa 
boat was kept up. Father Davies said | Member for South Tyrone was endeavour- 


it was kept up by a tax of 5s. which was - 
contributed by each house in Cape Clear | ing to create. Let them face the problem, 
—a tax voluntary, but backed up by the | and a new Ireland would come forth, in 


thunders of the Church. Referring to | which there would be a prosperous and 


what had been done on the Dillon Estate, | happy people. 
the hon. Member said that formerly “4 
was one of the most wretched estates in = 
Ireland, where the people were in a state | Amendment: yongenne 


of chronic semi-starvation such as he had| “To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
| end of the Question, in order to add the words 


described in connection with other places. | ‘in the opinion of this House, the beneficial 
Now it was the centre of thriving industry | working of the Irish Congested Districts Board 
and prosperity. The expenditure of a| is marred by the slowness and partial character 


. | of its operations, by its entire failure to extend 
small sum of money had been enough to any benefits to many districts scheduled as 


transform the whole face of this estate. | congested, and by the character of recent 
Cattle used to live in the same rooms! appointments to the Board; and that the 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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entire question of the congested districts 


demands the immediate attention of the 
Executive Government.’” — (Mr. Lundon.) 


Question proposed—‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 





*(6.15.) Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
§o much has been said on this subject, and 
so eloquently, that very little remains 
for me to do. This has been an annual 
discussion for some years ; now it has 
become not only a weekly, but almost a 
nightly, question in this House. And 
why is that? As I said in the course 
of the debate on the Address in 
reply to the King’s Speech, the 
Government have brought this trouble 
on their own shoulders. My hon. friend 
the Member for Scotland Division spoke 
of the clearances in Co. Galway in 
1847, but there was no comparison 
between these and those effected in 
Co. Mayo. When this House voted 
£1,750,000 to the Irish landlords for the 
purpose of improving their estates, the 
landlords tumbled over one another to 
get a share of that money, but never to 
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the day of their death, did they do their 


duty to the unfortunate tenants. They | 
said to these tenants, ‘‘Now that the | 


land is clear and the bogs drained, you 
will have to walk out unless you pay 
four times your old rent.” That is the 
curse which this House has brought on 
the small tenants in Ireland. In 1839 
acaptain in the Royal Navy was sent 
over to superintend relief works, and his 
report to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was that a recurrence of these seasons 
of distress had become almost periodical. 
They must, I fear, be necessarily expected 
so long as the presentcondition of the poor 
centinues. But the present condition of 
these wretched tenants was far worse than 
it was in 1839. In the latter year the 
tenants had a share of the good land as 
well ag of the bad; but now they have 
only the bad land, consisting of bogs | 
and rocks and boulders. There are | 
grass lands 100,000 acres in extent | 
in the Westport Union, with only | 
bullocks roving over them. Has this | 
House any conception of the number | 
of people over whom this agitation has | 
been raised? The population of the! 
congested districts is half a million ; but | 
I maintain that the whole Province of | 
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Connaught is congested and thereare over 
700,000 of a population. What are the 
conditions of these people? The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone can describe 
it in better and more graphic language 
than I can. There is not in one of these 
congested districts of the whole Province 
of Connaught a man who holds a little 
plot of land larger than from three to 
five acres. And what is the sort of 
land? The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary said at Dover, in one 
of those ebullitions of after - dinner 
oratory for which he is so remark- 
able, that he divided the agricultural 
land of Ireland into great grazing farms, 
which are very good for fattening cattle 
for the English market; and small 
stripes or patches of land for the smaller 
tenants, which are quite as essential to 
the agricultural development of |reland as 
the big grazing farms. That may do foran 
afternoon audience at Dover, but it will 
not bring much comfort to the un- 
fortunate people of Connaught. If the 
right hon. Gentleman were put on 
one of these patches in Connaught and 
asked to bring up a calf upon it, he would 
find that he could hardly bring up a rat 
upon it. The holdings are simply scraped 
out from the rock or squeezed out of 
the bog. I had Questions on the 
Paper about the persecutions to which 
these poor people are subjected i the 
neighbourhood of Mallaranny, Co. Mayo. 
They had to go for seven or eight miles 
out on the seashore to tear up the sea- 
weed which it has pleased Almighty God 
to grow there, and after that+ [to 
carry it a mile and a_ half more 
inland on their backs—for these little 
plots are not all situated in one spot. 
We have heard of the squeezed sponge, 
e.g. the Colonial Secretary compared 
Mr. Kruger to a squeezed sponge, but 
if any one wants to see a squeezed 
farm let him go to County Mayo, County 
Donegal, or County Kerry, and look at the 
pieces of bog land worked by these 
unfortunate people. Not only have they 
to go from three to seven miles along the 
seashore or out to sea to collect the sea- 
weed, but they have to bring sand on 
their backs to try and dry up the bog land. 
That is what I call a squeezed farm, 

How do these people live? Last 
year 27,234 of these people, boys 
and girls, came across to England and 
Scotland for six months, in order to earn 


C 
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as much money as would keep the pot 
boiling for the rest of the year, and to 

y arent to the landlord. They carried 
ack to Ireland £205,616, and will it be 
believed when I say—I am _ simply 
quoting the words of the Land Com- 
mission—every penny of that sum went 
into the pockets of the landlords ; and if 
they had not done so into the workhouse 
they had to go. I have seen these poor 
people going away with their stick across 
their shoulder and a bundle hanging 
thereon containing all their possessions. 
His hon. friend told a pathetic story of 
one of those poor girls from Achill, and 
that applied equally to the 37,234 persons 
from Connaught. A young girl, aged 
sixteen, told her story to the Inspector of 
the Agricultural Department. She and her 
friend left Achill, and fortunately did not 
meet the same fate as a number of others 
did five or six years ago, when the fish- 
ing boats which were taking them to the 
steamer at Westport were upset, and 
twenty or thirty persons were drowned, 
and their bodies now lay in a_ heap 
under the sod in Achill Island. That 
might be a laughing matter for the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim— 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
he was not laughing; he was hardly 
listening to the hon. Gentleman. 


* Dr. AMBROSE said he was glad the 
right hon. Gentleman was not listening 
to him. The poor girl landed at Paisley, 
went to Dumfries, and then to Perth, a 
distance of 150 miles, under the direction 
of a ganger. Sometimes they slept in 
small, dark places, sometimes in barns, and 
sometimes out in the open. He would 
put it to the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General, how would they like 
their sister or their daughter travelling 
aboutnightand day underthe direction of a 
man who probably knew no God, and on 
whom the virtue of those girls depended ? 
How would they like their sister or 
their daughter to be exposed for six 
months to such temptation? What 
must be the anxiety of the poor mother 
in Achill, with no one to comfort her, 
and nothing to solace her except the roar 
of the sea. She had no music except the 
never ceasing thud of the little cows 
chewing the cud in her little cabin. 
What must be her feelings, who 
had brought her daughter up from 


Dr. Ambrose. 
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the cradle to childhood, and who 
had watched her playing with the little 
cattle which occupied the same one-roomed 
cabin. The agony of that poor woman, 
who had gone through the mill herself, 
must have been equivalent to the agony 
of the damned. It was the duty of the 
Government to come to the assistance of 
those unfortunate people, to lift them off 
their miserable conditions, and place them 
in a happier and more reliable position 
for the future. 


(6.30.) Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL 
(Kerry, W.) said it was not his intention to 
weary the House with any further details 
of the conditions of life in many parts of 
Ireland. The pictures which had been 
presented to the House were true, and 
he hoped that his hon. friends would 
be listened to in a sympathetic spirit, 
and that the case they put before the 
House would be treated on the merits. 
The Congested Districts Board was 
established about ten years ago, to look 
after poor districts in Ireland, and he was 
prepared to admit that excellent work 
had been done by the Board in many 
parts of Ireland. It was true that the 
manner in which the Board was elected 
was not that which should obtain at the 
beginning of the twentieth century, but 
still, where good work was done he was 
prepared to admit it. No one could now 
pass through the Dillon Estate without 
being struck by the change wrought 
there by the action of the Board. Again, 
Clare Island, where the people were almost 
on the verge of starvation and unable to 
pay their rents, had been changed into a 
comparative paradise. In Donegal, a 
great impetus had been given to the 
fishing and other industries by the sym- 
pathetic support which has been given by 
the Board, and, of course, they knew 
that that support was given because 
Donegal was represented on the Board by 
a man who knew the local needs of the 
people, who lived among them, who sym- 
pathised with them, and who, day after 
day, was thinking out in his own mind 
schemes by which the people could be 
raised from poverty to something like 
prosperity. Again, Baltimore, which not 
very long ago was a comparatively poor 
and unimportant town in the south of 
Ireland, had been, through the untiring 
energies of a rev. gentleman who at that 
time sat on the Board, raised to a position 
of importance. That brought him to the 
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important question which he wished to | must have been directed. From that 
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discuss, and he hoped the Chief Secre-| Return it appeared that the total amount 
tary would consider it worthy of his con- | paid by Kerry for guarantees of railways 
sideration. He wished to direct the | and harbours amounted to the enormous 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman to | sum of £13,000. The population in 1901 
the treatment which two counties, Curk | was 165,000, so that really the whole 
and Kerry, had received in recent years county might be regarded as coming 


from the Board. Last night they were | within the condition of things which 
told that districts where there was agita- | This was 





tion, and where the United Irish League a © Se eee 
had power, would not be taken into | 
consideration in connection with remedial | 
measures. 

He wished just to compare the | 
manner in which Kerry and Mayo had | 
been treated. Kerry at the present 
moment was comparatively quiet, and | 
they all knew what an enviable reputa- 
tion Mayo had. The limit of the issue 
of Land Stock was £262,000, and, whereas | 
noj a penny of it was spent in Kerry to 
improve farms, the amount spent in 
purchasing and improving farms in Mayo 
was £260,000. He did not intend to 
plead in begging terms for his con- 
stituents; but he thought that fact 
proved that it was not alone the justice 
of the case that determined action on | 
the part of the Congested Districts | 
Board. There were two things which | 
compelled the attention of the Board; 
one was agitation and the other a local | 
representative on the Board. Mayo was 
ably represented on the Board by Father | 
O'Hara, and it was to his untiring energy, | 
aided, of course, by the other mem-| 
bers of the Board, that many of the | 
people of Mayo were in a happier position | 
than formerly. When he heard there | 
was a vacancy on the Board, he asked | 
the Chief Secretary whether, considering | 
that a large part of Kerry was congested, 
the enormous rates which the people 
had to pay for public works and the | 
manner in which it had been neglected | 
by the Board, it would not be possible to 
appoint some person with local knowledge. | 
He did not even ask that a Nationalist | 
should be appointed. Now they were told | 
that a man from Belfast had been elected. | 
He did not know whether he was a good | 
or a bad man—he trusted he was a good | 
man—but he did enter his most emphatic | 
protest against the system of appointing 
men to the Board to look after the 
interests of districts about which they 
knew nothing. A Return was granted 
to him last year, to which he was sure | 
that the attention of the Chief Secretary | 





a county governed by the old grand 
jury system, which represented only the 
landlord classes, and many of the works 
for which Kerry had to pay were not 
such as to give an adequate return for 
the money which they had spent. He 
hoped that the Chief Secretary, having 
appointed a man who had no _ local 
knowledge, would insist upon that man 
spending some time in acquiring such 
knowledge as would ensure Kerry getting 
some share of the money expended by 


| the Congested Districts Board. When 


he compared what was done for Donegal 


| and Mayo with what was done for Kerry, 
_he came to the conclusion that Kerry 
| suffered solely because it had no member 


on the Board to voice its demands. The 
Report testified to the excellent work 
done by the parish Committees, and he 
suggested that some attempt should be 
made to start these Committees in the 
congested parts of Kerry. He desired to 
draw attention to the fact that the 
constituency which he represented was 
almost entirely on the coast, and that 

ople were to some extent dependent 
on the fishing industry, and he asked 
whether it would be possible for a sum 
to be expended by the Congested 
Districts Board, to build an ice house for 
the assistance of that industry. He 
noticed from the report that the Con- 
gested Districts Board had provided in 
other parts three ice hulks, and had 
made provision in another town for the 
erection of an ice house. He trusted 
the southern counties would receive the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman, 


| and that districts which had _ been 


neglected in the past would be dealt 
with, and that more energy would be 


displayed in carrying out the useful work 


which the Board undoubtedly did. 


™*(6.45.) Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 

S.) said that the Irish Members did not 

approach the Congested Districts Board in 

their criticisms of it in any hostile spirit. 
C 2 
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Wherever it had brought its powers into | greater operations in the same direction, 
operation it had, on the whole, given | That these operations were not proceeded 
considerable satisfaction to the people with to a greater extent was doubtless 
of the districts which it served. They owing to the limited means at the dis. 
complained not so much of what the! posal of the Congested Districts Board, 
Board did, but that it did not do more ;| but that could be altered, and the main 
that what it had done for some portions object of the Amendment was to 
ofthe country it had not done for other endeavour to influence the Executive 
portions which were admittedly con-|and the Congested Districts Board to 
gested, and which had been settled by| push forward with greater energy the 
law to be congested districts. In former | work which was admitted in Ireland to 
debates it had been admitted that work | be of a most beneficent character. 

such as the Congested Districts Board) He complained of the utter neglect 
carried on should not be carried on with | by the Board of districts which “had 
undue haste. That argument was a fair | heen settled by law to be congested; 
one to apply a few years ago. The | jittle or nothing had been done in the 
most important work which the Board | County of Roscommon, one of the 
had done was taking the people out of | divisions of which he represented. A 
those districts where they had been | Jarge part of the Ballinasloe Union, he 
existing on small holdings from which | was informed, had never been visited by 
no living could be obtained, and placing |any one connected with the Congested 
them upon the rich grazing lands from | Districts Board, and so far as the work 
which in the past they had been driven. | of the Board was concerned, the district 
When this work was started by the Con- might as well be situated in the rich 
gested Districts Board it was regarded as | prazing County of Meath. The grave 
a mere experiment. The Board com- discontent in the Frenchpark district was 
menced with the purchase of the Clare | Jargely, if not solely, due to the fact that 
Island Estate and | the purchase of the the Board had failed to do anything, or to 
French Estate. The experiment had | hold out hope of anything being done, ofa 
now been given a fair trial both by the |jike nature to that which had been 
public and the Congested Districts Board, arried out in other portions of the 
and the result was to justify the further country. If any place in the whole of 
extension of that work. These people on | [yeland, or, in fact, in the world, required 
Clare Island had been lifted out of the | treatment such as it was in the power of 
direst poverty and had been put into a the Board to apply, it was the property in 
comparatively prosperous condition. |the hands of Lord De Freyne. ‘The 
They had met every obligation which | tenants on that estate were to a large 
they had incurred to the Congested Dis- extent composed of the class so pathetic. 
tricts Board in a manner which re- ally described by the hon. Member for 
dounded to their credit. With regard to | the Scotland Division, who, in order to 
the French Kstate, it was within his | pay their rent, had to come over to this 
knowledge that before the Congested | country under such horrible conditions 
Districts Board operated on that estate,!to earn a necessary few pounds. The 
the people found it so difficult to live | Chief Secretary, in the course of his pere 
that they were dependent om the goodwill | grinations, had visited that estate, and he 
of the shopkeepers in the neighbouring | would not deny that it was a fair field for 
towns to supply them with food, while | the operations of the Board. The people 
they paid their high rents, lest) on the estate waited hopefully and 
they should be driven from their] anxiously to see if the Board would 
homes. These people had not only extend to them a helping hand. At lost, 
paid what they owed to the Congested driven to desperation, being told that all 
Districts Board, but were now able to/the money available for purchase was 
pay cash to the shopkeepers for their  Jocked up in the Dillon Estate, and that 
small requirements. Those two estates eonsiderable time must elapse before it 
were the first of the migratory experi-| would be released, the people banded 
mente entered into by the Congested | themselves together, with the result that 
Districts Board, and it was admitted on | there was the discontent and disaffection of 
all sides that the result justified far | which some hon. Members complained, and 


Mr. Hayden. 
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in consequence of which the Coercion Act | people with their knowledge and experi- 
had been put into force. Was it a fair| ence. If that were done, there was little 
answer to these people, when at last their | doubt that the complaints of neglect and 
patience was exhausted and they made | want of progress would soon disappear, 
complaints—perhaps in a way of which | and the beneficent work it was in the 
the right hon. Gentleman or the law did | power of the Board to do would be so 
not approve—that because they had | ¢xtended that the blessings now confined 
ceased to be patient and were endeavour- | t0 a limited few of the people would 





ing to make their voices heard amongst 
their countrymen in England and America 
in order to obtain assistance, they would 
be put at the bottom of the list, and be 
dealt with last of all. He begged the 
right hon. Gentleman and his colleagues 
to give up that policy ; it was bound to 
end in failure, and the Board would have 
to recognise the necessity of going to the 
assistance of the people. 


His third complaint was with regard 


to the appointments to the Board. <A few | 
days previously they had been somewhat | 


astonished by the announcement that a 
vacaney on the Board had been filled by 
the appointment of the Earl of Shaftes- 
bury. That nobleman might, for aught 
they knew, be a very estimable man, and 
after he had served his apprenticeship, a 
very efficient member of the Board, but 


at present what on earth did he know | 


about these congested districts? Was 
he acquainted with the conditions of 
misery under which these poor people 
had to live? When such appointments 
were made the persons appointed should 
be men living in the district, acquainted 
with the conditions and habits of the 
people, and full of sympathy with their 
feelings and aspirations. Without knowing 
anything about the Earl of Shaftesbury, 
he greatly doubted whether he had the 


knowledge and experience which were | 
essential for work of the character he | 
He made no complaint | 


had to perform. 
whatever of the manner in which the 
Board did its work; the grievance was 
that the Board, having been satisfied with 
the results of their experiments in the 
matter of migration, had not gone much 
further, and made greater progress with 
the work, and that other places, certainly 
as congested, were negiected—a circum- 
stance which, he believed, was largely due 
to the fact that some members of the 
Board were entirely unacquainted with 


the nature of the work they had todo, 
and the people they were supposed to | 


benefit. He asked that in future, 
vacancies should be filled by men living 
in the district who desired to assist the 


| be enjoyed by a much greater number. 


|__ (7.7.) Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, 
_N.) thought they had just reason to com- 
| plain of the slow progress made by the 
Congested District Board, and also of the 
| dilatoriness of that body in disposing of 
holdings already in their possession. It 
| was not surprising that in the last twelve 
,months there had been many protests 
against the extreme slowness of the Board 
in striking, for the benefit of the peoplet 
those holdings, which they had acquired 
for that purpose ; and a further matter of 
surprise was that the Board had allowed 
many holdings in Co. Mayo, which could 
easily have been acquired, to pass into the 
hands of graziers. At the present rate of 
progress, Members now in the House 
_would not see the Board get beyond the 
merest fringe of this great question. A 
few months ago, a very large farm in 
South Mayo was thrown into the market. 
It had been stocked for a number of 
years by a very successful grazier, and it 
was surrendered by him because of his 
inability to make it pay. That farm had 
| become historic by reason of the con- 
troversies which had raged around it 
during the last twelve months. Dr. 
Crean gave up that farm because 
he was unable to make it pay, and 
also because of representations made 
to him by the local clergy that the 
farm would be purchased by the Con- 
gested Districts Board for the benefit of 
the people. The immediate district had 
been, for the last seven or eight years, 
schedule as a congested district, and if 
the congestion was to be relieved at all, 
‘it could be only by this farm being 
acquired and divided among the people 
‘concerned. But, instead of offering to 
purchase that farm the moment it was 
in the market, the Board made no sign, 
and did not attempt to relieve the con- 
gestion which they themselves had recog- 
nised for years past. The farm was in 
| the market for eight or nine months, and 
then a grazier from North Mayo became 
| the owner of it—not that he expected to 
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succeed where Dr. Crean had failed, but | not hope that the Chief Secretary would 
simply because, as he said, if he could| have appointed a representative of the 
only gain temporary possession, the Con-| tenants, but he would have preferred 
gested Districts Board, by-and-bye, when |the appointment of Sir David Harrel. 
they got up out of their sleep, would/ He hoped the Chief Secretary would. 
compensate him to induce him to give up| give them some assurance that the 
Possession. Many other similar instances estates now in the possession of the 
could be given. After citing other in-| Congested Districts Board would soon. 
stances, the hon. Member declared| be apportioned amongst the tenants. 
that it was a sham and a mockery| The Chief Secretary must recognise the. 
for the Board to go on scheduling| hunger there was for land in Ireland, 





districts as congested, and then allow 


the farms which could relieve that con- | 
gestion to pass, without making any 


attempt to purchase them, into the 
possession of a miserable ring of graziers. 


As to the delay in disposing of farms 
when once the Board had acquired them, 
in 1898 the Board purchased a farm 
outside Clanmorris, and it took four 
years to strike it into fourteen small 
holdings. 


this farm would be disposed, of and a 
migration scheme carried out. 
tenth report came out. The farm 
had been in possession for four years, 
but up to the present not one of the 
holdings had been disposed of. If it took 
four years to strike fourteen small hold- 
ings, how long would it take to relieve 
the congestion all over the province ! 
Another practice against which he 
desired to protest was that of allowing 
the Land Commission to advance money 
to graziers in congested districts. If that 
practice was allowed to go on, the net 
result would be to confirm the districts 
in their congestion. He was of opinion 
that if the right of pre-emption were 


given to the Board in connection with | 


land in congested districts, it would put 
an end to many of the abuses which at 
present afforded just and reasonable 
grounds of complaint to those im- 
mediately concerned. He hoped the 
next time the Chief Secretary visited 


. Mayo he would go over the district he | 


had in mind. The whole of it was given 
over to graziers, and it was an economic 
phenomenon how the towns situated in 
the heart of those vast rolling plains 
were able to live. 


Comment had been made on the recent 
appointment to the vacancy on the Board. 
Who was this Lord Shaftesbury? He 
hoped that Lord Shaftesbury would 
justify his appointment. They could 


Mr. Conor 0’ Kelly. 


In the ninth report of the. 
Board it was stated that by the autumn | 


| for not long ago he had no less than 400 
| applications for holdings from one vicinity, 
Ifthe problem of the congested districts was 
to be solved, three things were necessary. 
, Connaught must be scheduled as a con- 
| gested district ; a larger income must be 
given to the Congested Districts Board. 
to meet the larger necessity which would 
follow on the scheduling of Connaught; 
and the House must get over its prejudice 
against granting compulsory powers to 
a Board, the majority of whose members. 
were drawn from the Party opposite. 


But the 


(7.19.) THe CHIEF SECRETARY 
ror IRELAND (Mr. Wynpnam, Dover):. 
We have been listening to a very interest- 
ing debate, and J think the House may 
congratulate itself upon the fact that 
everyone who has taken part in it has 
avoided, as far as possible, attacking 
those who hold different opinions. As 
I doubt my own capacity to traverse all 
the ground covered by the last speaker: 
without, perhaps, bringing into this de- 
bate some of the elements which have 
been so happily absent, I shall not go 
into great detail upon the matters which 
‘the hon. Member has put forward this 
evening. The hon. Member has com- 
plained that we have lost many chances 
of acquiring land in Ireland. I do not 
mean to take up in detail the oppor- 
tunities that we have missed. The 
general statement is that we have been 
remiss in buying land which would have 
been very useful -for relieving the con- 
gestion. I think the House knows by 
now that I, at, any rate, and all my 
colleagues on the Congested Districts 
Board, believe that a vast amount re 
mains to be done in order to relieve the 


congested districts in many parts of 


Ireland. I hold that that work cannot be 


| done if you deal with one estate by itself,. 


and do not take time by the forelock, 
and unless untenanted land which may 
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be offered by-and-bye is acquired as | quite justifiably be levelled at those who 


oecasion offers. Without attempting to 
offer a very elaborate defence, I must | 
say that the experimental stage has | 
necessarily been a long one. I do not 
think the Board is to be attacked for 
having been slack or wanting in diligence. 
if we go into past history we shall find | 
that this work is a very novel experiment, 
which was only started some ten years 
ago. When a body is entrusted with 
such wide discretionary powers, touching 
public and private interests at certain 
points, it is, I think, right and proper to 
goslowly. Butitis not the Board that goes 
slowly ; it is the House that goes slowly. 
In the Act which constituted the Con- 
gested Districts Board there was no 
money provided, and other Amendments 
to fifteen or sixteen Acts of Parliament 
were necessary before ‘you could pro- 
ceed. Consequently, we had at first 
to discover exactly where the existing 
law hampered us in our work. 


Let me now pass to the other main | 


point in the hon. Member for North 
Mayo’s speech, namely, the charge that 
we have been guilty of dilatoriness in 
disposing of the estates we have bought. 
Precisely there, also, we have had to make 
change after change in the law, and even 


now our powers are not adequate in. 


order to deal with this state of things. 
As a good deal of advice has been 
offered to me this afternoon, perhaps I, 


rushed round the country, but still it is 
better to rush round the country than 
not to see it at all. I have been in 


‘Ireland on many occasions; | have made 


five or six visits to the congested 
districts, and I mean to continue my 
practice of visiting them. I assure the 
House that I have learned something at 
every visit which I have made. I hope 
‘I shall have the pleasure of saying some- 
thing more upon this point when I 
bring in a Land Bill which | hope in a 
very few days to introduce. I am afraid 
that if I were to enter into detail upon 
‘this point now | might weary the House ; 
and not only this, but I am afraid that I 
should be inviting some other hon. 
Members to make speeches upon con- 
tentious points. The hon. Member for 
South Roscommon has made a most 
temperate speech, which did not appear 
to be hostile at all; and I can conceive 
| no greater compliment to our policy than 
that nobody complained of what we did, 
/but only complained of us not doing 
more things at the same time. I have a 
less sanguine view of the possibilities of 
this life than the hon. Member, but even 
he admitts that it is mecessary 
to proceed slowly during the ex- 
perimental stage. I will venture to 
give some figures to show that the Board 
has been expanding its work very rapidly 
since we have had the power to do so. 


in my turn, may be allowed to offer a, We expended on purchases of estates in 


little advice. 


Taking advantage of the | 1892-93, £7,600 ; 1893-94, £349 ; 1894— 


happy environment in which we are | 95, £5,118 ; 1895-96, £4,520 ; 1896-97, 
privileged to live, move, and act today, I | £5,545; 1897-98, £14,145; 1898-99, 
say that if hon. Members would preach | £11,495 ; 1899-1900, £304,532, includ- 
to the Irish tenants sometimes that each ing the purchase of the Dillon estate ; 
man cannot have everything to which | and last year, £31,242. 

he is entitled, or which he thinks himself 

entitled to, and at the same time secure; Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
a general settlement affecting 300 or| What was the price paid for the Dillon 
400 people, it might have a beneficial | estate ? 

effect. Last year the Government gave 
further powers to the Board, and until 
we got those powers we could not pro- | 
ceed with the work satisfactorily. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The price was 
£290,000, in round numbers. The fact 
that the owners of the Dillon estate, 
who had not resided on it for forty or 
fifty years, were prepared to take 
£290,000, for it does not raise any pre- 
sumption that another landlord in 
different circumstances ought to be ex- 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Why did you not get those powers long 
ago ? 





Mr. WYNDHAM: I am avoiding as 
far as I can controversial points. I 
know that a good deal of criticism may 





| pected to take mechanically the same 


price for that same kind of estate. I 
think that in all these cases an effort 
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Mr. HAYDEN: That was, of course, 


instead of starting the matter by laying | in the case of the Dillon estate only. 


down some definite condition and then | 
assuming that it is a victory to impose 
that condition and a defeat not to succeed | 
in doing so. No one could buy a horse 
in that manner. [Nationalist cheers. | 
I am afraid I do not understand my own 
joke. | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is a very 
poor joke if it is intended to treat the 
buying and selling of land as acommodity 
like the buying and selling of a horse. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is so, and 
under the Act passed last year we are 
again in a position to purchase property 
in that county. The hon. Member re- 
ferred to a matter which we debated last 
night, and I would rather rest on what 


_was said then and not re-open the con- 


| 


troversy. He alluded to the phrase 
which I used—‘“ at the bottom of the 
list ’-—and asked what that meant. It 


/means precisely what I said last night, 


and I think the words [ used were 
quite intelligible. The hon. Member 


Any 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I admit it is not for East Limerick, who initiated this 
exactly the same, but what I meant to! debate, said, in reply, | understand, to 
imply was that in the sale of a horse| something that occurred in the debate 





there was generally a certain amount of 
give and take, and if. hon. Members will 
allow me to say so, I think it would be 
greatly to the advantage of all parties if 
there were more of this kind of thing in 
regard to the buying and selling of land. 
A man will accept a comparatively small 
price for a thing on which he sets no 
store. I wish to point out that if a 
man sets no store on an article he will 
very often part with it for something 
less than the intrinsic value ; but when 
you go to another person who sets great 
store on the same article, t is always 
necessary that he should be granted 
some inducement to part with it. These 
really are my two main excuses for our 
failure to purchase a great number of 
estates. We have purchased twenty- 
nine up to March of last year, and 
recently, also, we have purchased several. 
The difference as to price is always a 
difficulty in a ma‘ter of this kind, and 


the question of turbary prevents us | 
from disposing of that which we have) 


aready acquired, but the Board will 
make every effort 
these points, as I hope at no very 
distant date to explain. In fact, I trust 
when I introduce the Land Bill in a few 


days I may be able to deal at greater | 


length witn some aspects of this ques- 
tion. The hon. Member for South 
Roscommon complains that we have 


neglected Roscommon, but | cannot say | 


that in regard to land purchase, because 


o succeed on both | 


“ 


last night, that we were not entitled to 
gratitude for the sum placed at the dis- 
posal of the Congested Districts Board. 
I quite agree with that. The bulk of 
the money is assessed on the Irish 
Church Surplus Fund. A part of it, 
indeed, is a Parliamentary grant, but, of 
course, not a grant in excess of Ireland’s 
fair share, on the lowest computation, of 
the general advantages to be drawn from 
the Imperial Exchequer. No one has 
ever contended that this allocation of 
money is in any sense an eleemosynary 
work on the part of the State. It is 
practical work in order to build up 
conditions which require to be built up 
in Ireland, and I cannot conceive of any 
object to which money could be more 
properly applied. The hon. Member 
criticised some of the work of the Board 
with respect to the supply of cattle. I 
can assure him that the cattle, and 
especially the black cattle, introduced 
are appreciated in a great part of the 
west of Ireland, and persons who have 
bred these cattle find that they can 
dispose of them to advantage in the 
market. 

The hon. Member did not over- 
draw the picture of poverty in the 
West of Ireland. I wish that people in 
this country did realise the condition of 
things there. When I was making 4 
tour in that district I entered a small 
cabin at one place, and after a few words, 
which ended in a most pleasant and 


in the case of that county the Board! cordial welcome on the part of the 


had exhausted the whole of their credit 
for the year. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


| 
| 


hostess, she explained that she had 
locked some o: her things away m 
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a separate compartment, because she 
thought I was a sheriff's officer. 
a small cabin 
were living. The first apartment was 
only 11 feet by 7 feet, and the day- 
light shone through a cranny in the 
wall. In the next apartment there were 
eleven people living, with a cow, adonkey, 
and a pig. There were a spinning wheel 
and a loom, and a large cradle, all in 
this same cottage, and the walls admitted 
the light through numerous crannies. 


worse state of affairs than exists in the 
slums of our big cities. There is some- 
thing to be said on the other side, I know ; 
but [ call that a condition of life which 
ought to be remedied, and I personally 
shall never cease to bring it before the 
country, in this House or out of it, on 
proper occasions. I consider it outside 
party politics altogether, and in all 
matters of controversy in connection with 
this subject | think we should never 
hear the shallow talk that we ure seeking 
to conciliate the irreconcilables or kill 


Home Rule by kindness. 


The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Kerry criticised the recent ap- 
pointment to the Congested Districts 
Board of Lord Shaftesbury. I take 
the whole responsibility for that appoint- 
ment. I made it after very grave 
reflection. | consider that each new 
appointment that has to be made to the 
Board is a matter which any Chief 
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I visited | 
in which two families | 
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said, in my opinion, for appointing a 
landlord to a landlord’s place on the 
Board. When the Board was instituted 
it was supposed to be not elective, but 
representative of all parties. I thnk our 
proceedings might have been open to 
criticism, which would otherwise be 
avoided if we had had no representative 
of the landlords upon it. But Lord 
Shaftesbury was not put on the Board 
as the representative of the landlords. 


The hon. Member for West Kerry said he 
I am perfectly certain that that is a 


that. 


Secretary should consider very carefully. | 


It has been said by one Member that 
he should have preferred the appoint- 
ment of Sir David Harrel. I did at one 
time hope to do that, but it was found 
that that appointment could not be made 
without legislation, and Sir David 
Harrel himself was one of the many 


people who recommended me to appoint | 


Lord Shaftesbury. The hon. Member 
for West Kerry said that we should have 
obtained some one who really lived in the 


south of Ireland, and I am told that we | 


ought not to appoint a landlords’ 
representative. Now let me take up the 
point in regard to the landlords’ 
representative. I ask hon. Members to 
retiect that the vacancy was created by 
the very severe illness of Lord de Vesci, 
an illness from which, l regret to say, that 
noble Lord can hardly hope completely 
to recover ; and there was something to be 


| 
| 
| 





was an Earl who would know very little 
of the poor people whom he had to look 
after, and as long as he does not know 
Lord Shaftesbury he is entitled to say 
Perhaps, however, the hon. 
Member may be reminded by the 
name that his grandfather was 
an Earl who did look after the 
poor, and Lord Shaftesbury himself, 
although he has taken some part in 
public life, and has made an eloquent 
speech in the House of Lords, is not dis- 


posed to enter into partisan politics. He 
wishes to devote himself to the life 
followed by his grandfather. He was 


for some time in doubt as to where that 
might best be done, but he felt that, 
being a representative of a family to 
which large grants of land were made 
in Ireland in former years, he owed a 
duty to that country, and he therefore 
came to meand asked, whether there was 
any way in which I could enable him to 
discharge the obligations placed upon 
him in virtue of those great grants made 
to his ancestors. lord Shaftesbury is 
the representative of Lord Chichester. 
I ought not perhaps to go further into 
this matter. I have gone into it so far 
because I think it one of importance. 


| There is no salary attached to the appoint- 


ment at all. The work is done for love, 
and it is work to which this new recruit 
intends to devote the whole of his 
energies and a great part of his time. 
He has undertaken to attend all the 
meetings of the Board whether in 
England or in Ireland, and he will make 
a special study of all that concerns Co. 
Kerry. 

I must refer last, but certainly not 
least, to the very eloquent speech of 
the hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool. He said that the appear- 


“ance of the House of Commons was not 


inspiriting. The House was not crowded 
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when the hon. Member rose, but it filled | dealing with this problem patience was 
when he went on, and those who listened | required on all sides as well as earnest 


to his speech were interested in it a great | 
deal. I cannot, however, fairly attribute 
the absence of hon. Members to any pre- | 
judice on their part against Ireland as 
Ireland. Has the hon. Member ever 
looked in at the Scottish debate? On 


work. The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool touched also on the 
fishing question. Father Davies, to whose 
work in co-operation with the Baroness 
Burdett-Coutts the hon. Gentleman 
referred, was a great pioneer in the 


the other hand, I have noticed that Irish | development of Irish fisheries. He had 
debates, even if they begin with an/| had the privilege of meeting not one but 
empty House, generally end by securing | several Irish priests in the West of 
a full one. Hon. Members from Ireland | Ireland who were imitating the late 
may not always convince us, but they | Father Davies in living lives of splendid 


always give us a good deal to think about | devotion. 


when they speak I do not propose at 
this hour to go into the version some 
hon. Members have given us of the 
history of the problem. We are always 
told that Cromwell drove the population 
into the West of Ireland. Some have) 
doubted whether that was the whole 
truth. He certainly drove a great many 
of the Catholic gentry, but it is not so 
clear that large portions of the people 
were driven\into the West of Ireland. 
The hon. Member spoke of the landlords of 
the past who had cleared their estates ; 
but he forgot to mention those other 
Irish landlords on whose estates the 
people are, or were living in contentment. 
In dealing with this question you cannot 
approach the men whose estates were 
never cleared in a spirit almost of 
hostility and vindictiveness, because 
someone else in another part of the 
country had cleared his estate. When 
listening to the hon. Member, I thought 
of the De Freyne Estate, the rents of 
which were reduced in 1852; and so 
far from evicting their tenants, the 
owners of 
tenants immediately after the famine. 
That, I hink, should be remembered. 


The question of the migratory labourers 
has been referred to. The number of 
those labourers is not now so great as to 
make any one despair of dealing with 
the problem. There are only 20,000 
migratory labourers now, whereas 


that estate assisted their | 


formerly they numbered 40,000. But | 


even if these migratory labourers paid 
no rent at all, or did not pay the £2 or 
£4 a year to which their rent now 
amounts, they would still be migratory 
labourers, they would still be living in a 
congested district, and without rent and 
landlord they would subdivide their land, 
and thus increase the congestion. In’ 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Some of them, residing in 
islands such as Clare Island, had often 
to go miles over the sea, or over the 
mountains, in order to give the consola- 
tion of religion or advice in material 
affairs. These men are heroes as well 
as saints, and are entitled to greater 
thanks than any members of the Con- 


gested Districts Board for the success 


which has attended many of their efforts. 
Look at the change which has been 
effected in the Arran Islands, off Galway. 
[t is not ten years since no rent or rates 
were paid on that island, and the 
Government had alternately to despatch 
a@ gunboat to collect rents and an 
Inspector to start relief works. Owing 
to the co-operation of all classes living 
there, and, in a certain measure, to the 
work of the Board, the people of the 
islands are now making from £6,000 to 
£8,000 a year by fishing. Indeed, not 
content with reaping the harvests 
of their own seas, some of them go to 
the North Sea and compete successfully 
with the fishermen of Scotland and the 
Isle of Man. How absurd it is to say 
that the Irish lack initiative or courage 
when they have the opportunity, and 
how untrue it is to say that they are not 
good business men! None of these men 
are in arrears with their instalments for 
boats and gear, representing about £600. 
I think the success which has attended 
that experiment in the Arran Islands 
should, if possible, be spread elsewhere 
along the western coast. In conclusion, 
I trust that in future we may be allowed 
to address ourselves more often to what, 
in my opinion, is the paramount problem 


of the Irish question and the one which 
| demands constant attention at our hands. 


(7.54.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I 
only propose to occupy the attention 
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of the House for a few minutes. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
has done tonight what he has done 
on many occasions since he took office— 
he has made a speech sympathetic in 
tone, and admitting the perfect case 
to which the Irish Members desire to 
call attention; but, like all his former 
speeches, it had a lame and impotent 
conciusion. The right hon. Gentleman 
commented favourably on the tone of 
the debate and complimented the Irish 
Members for speaking in such moderate 
terms. In view of the character of the 
subject—than which there is none more 
likely to arouse strong and bitter feel- 


{14 Marcu 1902} 





ing —the House will recognise that 
our case has been put with temperance | 
before the House. It is interesting in | 
passing to note that my two hon. 
colleagues who were specially picked | 
out for compliment for the moderation | 
of their tone—the Member for North | 
Mayo and the Member for South Ros- | 
common—are the two Gentlemen who | 
have just been released from the gaol of | 
the right hon. Gentleman. What a bur-| 
lesque that is on Irish government! | 
My two hon. friends, convicted as | 
common criminals in the common) 
police court, although the right hon. | 
Gentlemen had said that he would| 
not deal with political opponents except | 
by political methods, come here to the 
House of Commons the day after they | 
are released and the House does not 
resent that. Nay, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for Ireland | 
falls upon their necks and _lavishes | 
upon them the most extravagant com- | 
pliments for their good sense and 
moderation in tone. I only mention | 
that in passing as another illustration | 
of what a burlesque the whole system | 
of government in Ireland is. 


I said that the speech of the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary was) 
sympathetic. Undoubtedly it was; and | 
I am convinced that the right hon. | 
Gentleman by his visits to the West | 
of Ireland has learned a great deal, | 
and I am quite certain he is sincere | 
in the picture he has put before the | 
House of the sordid misery and| 
wretchedness of the people in that 
part of Ireland, which is a_ perfect 


| with the case. 
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right hon. Gentleman has admitted all 
that with an eloquence not to be 
equalled on these Benches, but what I 
complain of is that, having proved our 
case, he concluded without holding out 
any real hope of amelioration. The 
right hon. Gentleman has told us that 
the Congested Districts Board is an 
experiment. Yes, but it is an experiment 
eleven years old. And yet, in the face 
of that fact, the Chief Secretary admits 
the gravity of the case, and says that 
his policy is still to go slowly. If the 
right hon. Gentleman pursues that rate 
of progress which has marked the past 
eleven years, no man living this day 
can hope to see the time when there 
will be any real appreciable change in 
the state of things, which admittedly is 
a disgrace to humanity and civilisation. 


What do we ask? We ask for some 
declaration of policy to show that he ad- 
mits the gravity of the case, and that he 
andthe Government are going to deal with. 
it boldly. He, however, practically says 
that they are afraid to deal with it 
except in the most gingerly way. The 
last Bill was passed in the strain of the 
session, and under circumstances that 
rendered it impossible to give it proper 
discussion. The right hon. Gentleman 
clearly foreshadowed last year, in the 
corresponding debate to this, that great 
discrimination would be required to deal 
He said that he had no. 
fault to find with the discussion that 
had taken place, because it had given 
him points to think upon. But what 
hope has he given us tonight? I noticed 
that in connection with the projected 
Land Bill, he suggested that he is going 
to deal with the Congested Districts 
Board by way of enlarging their powers 
and giving them more money. But if he 


|is really going to do that, why does he 


not tell us so frankly? One of the 
strangest things in political history is 
that an English Minister in preparing a 
Bill will consult everybody in regard 
to its provisions except the people most 
concerned. Surely the natural thing, 
and the rational thing, would be to take 
advice, to seek information and assistance 
from those people who are elected repre- 
sentatives of the men whose miserable 
lot he deplores, and whose situation he 


disgrace to the government of Ireland, | hopes to ameliorate. But, knowing every- 


which has tolerated it so long. 


The | thing of the country, the last persons to be: 
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consulted on these matters are the people’s 
representatives. ‘The eighty Nationalist 
Members do not know—I doubt if any 
Irish Members know ; I think I should 
be safe in saying that the 104 Irish 
Members in this House know absolutely 
nothing of what the provisions of this 


Land Bill are to be, or whether it is to | 


deal with this congestion or not, with 
the exception, of course, of the Attorney 
General. Is not that a very absurd 
system, and does it not condemn the 
whole system’? When you introduce a 
Bill for the benefit of Ireland, the people 
you exclude from consultation and 
knowledge of the subject are the repre- 
sentatives of Ireland. I wish the right 
hon. Gentleman had been more explicit, 
and instead of darkly hinting at the 


possibility that he would deal with some | 


of these subjects, | wish he had said 
boldly that it was his intention to 
grapple with the real evil of the present 


state of things. If he had told us that, we | 


should not want him to let out the 
secret of his Land Bill at all. But he 
could have let us know in general terms 
that he did propose to ask for increased 
powers for the Congested Districts Board, 
and to ask for additional money, and that 
he dd intend to ask for machinery which 
would enable this experimental Act of the 
past eleven years to be turned into a 


working arrangement, with a Department | 
properly equipped to settle the question. | 


If he had said that, we would have been 
perfectly satisfied with his speech, which 
was sympathetic in tone, and which was 


in substance an admission of our case. | 


He has not done so. He has left this 
ques‘ion, as he has left scores of other 
questions since he came to the Irish 
Office, admitting our case and offering no 
solution whatever. From that point of 
view, his speech will be read with dis- 
appointment in Ireland, and at the end of 
his term of office he will have to reproach 
himself with having done nothing prac- 
tical to remedy the state of things which 
he has admitted is a disgrace almost to 
humanity, and, therefore, to the rich and 
powerful English Government which per- 
mits it to continue. (8.8.) 


(8.40.) Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, 
N.) said he desired to allude to the reply 
of the Chief Secretary to the case which 
had been put forward. The right hon. 
Gentleman had, as usual, made a very 


Mr. John Redmond 
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eloquent speech ; in fact, in listening to 
its pathetic description of the existin 
| poverty, one might almost have saisigoatll 
|1t was a speech delivered from an Irish 
‘platform rather than by the right hon, 
|Gentleman, who was to take severe 
measures in regard to Ireland. The fault 
he had to find was that, while the right 
hon. Gentleman made eloquent speeches— 
apparently brimful of feeling and good in- 
tention—no result appeared in the shape 
of legislation. If there was one direction 
more than another in which the right 
hon. Gentleman had a chance of putting 
his good intentions into practice. it was 
/in connection with the Congested Dis- 
'tricts Board. That was admittedly a 
which did not create bitter 
Party feeling ; it was rather a social 
and economic question. ‘The hands of the 
right hon. Gentleman were, therefore, 
| toa great extent free from those difticulties 
which surrounded him with regard to 
other and more thorny aspects of the 
Irish question. But in spite of these 
sympathetic addresses, the policy of the 
Congested Districts Board apparently 
was to pursue the same old jog-trot, and 
'the only reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was to bid the people to be patient. 
If there was a people on the face of God’s 
earth who had exhibited patience, it was 
the Irish people. They had been tried in 
so many ways, and so many difficulties 
had been put in the way of their rising 
in the scale of prosperity, or improving 
their social position, that it was little 
short of mockery to preach to them the 
virtue of patience. No doubt the right 
|hon. Gentleman was well-intentioned, 
| but a certain warm quarter was said to be 
paved with good intentions. Intention 
was not the only thing necessary ; the 
right hon. Gentleman must be earnest, 
and put before him-elf firmly and fixedly 
the bringing in of legislation to give effect 
to his good intentions. 

The claim put forward by the 
Irish Parliamentary Party was that the 
whole of Connaught should be settled as 
a congested district. Connaught presented 
this extraordinary feature above two 
of the adjoining provinces, namely, that 
side by side, right through the whole of 
that province, they found the most barren, 
unproductive, and unfertile soil which 
ever the eyes of man rested upon ; while 
within a few miles was to be found the 
rich soil of the valleys and the most 
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herds of the wealthy. 


out a miserable existence, whilst the 
fertile plains adjoining were given up to 
the bullock of the rich landowner. Con- 
sequently, the Nationalist party were 
merely endeavouring to rectify a state of 
things which was a disgrace to civilisation, 
and which this House had power to 
remedy if it only had the will. The 
Congested Districts Board had power to 
purchase considerable portions of land 
out of the grants made to it by Parlia- 
ment For instance, they could spend in 
the county of Leitrim £65,979, and there 
was not a single penny spent there. In 
Sligo there was a limit set down for the 
purchase of land amounting to £55,938, 
and not a single penny was spent there 
by this Board for the purchase of land. 


In the county of Donegal the limit was ' 


£206,363, and if there was one county in 
the whole of Ireland which presented a 
crying case for the application of this 
money to purchasing land for the tenants, 
it was Donegal; and yet the Board had 
only spent £200,942, or less than one- 
hundredth part of the spending power 
which the Board possessed. When they 
complained of this, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said there were difficulties about the 
bogs. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman took a 
statesmanlike view of the question, and 
recognised this as the broad question for 
the settlement of a standing grievance, 
he was sure that he would receive the 
co-operation of the Nationalist Party, and 
then all the difficulties would pass away 
like snow before the sun, and the terrible 
condition of the peasants, described so 
eloquently by the right hon. Gentleman, 
would not be constantly recurring in 
Ireland. 


He had an intimate knowledge of 
the state of large portions of the 
counties of Connaught, Mayo, and Ros- 
common, and he had travelled through 
North, East, and South Mayo, and he 
had no hesitation in saying that in those 
districts there was plenty of room for 
something to be done to improve the 
condition of the people. In those districts 
one might drive for forty miles in a 
straight line almost without meeting a 
single human being. That storm-swept 


. district was practically uninhabited except 


for an odd hut on the roadside where the 
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suitable rich pastures for the flocks and | 
On the unfertile | 
and unproductive soil human beings eked | 
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occupants dragged out a bare existence. 
If some of the money which was 
now being spent so freely in South 
Africa, and to which Irishmen were 
compelled to contribute, was  de- 
voted to Ireland and applied to the 
draining of those vast wastes and planta- 
tions, and the placing of the people upon 
the land on reasonable terms, it would not 
be long before the unhappy state of that 
country would be completely changed. 
If those lands were in possession of the 
Netherlands Government or the Belgian 
Government, who were now spending 
huge sums of money building large dykes 
to keep back the sea, those paternal 
Governments would spare no effort what- 
ever to make the lands he had alluded to 
in Ireland suitable for habitation, upon 
which the people could live under cireum- 
stances of decency and common com(fort. 

All this question came down to the one 
solid fact which never could be put aside, 
and that was that the Government, as it 
existed at present in Ireland, took no 
notice of the representatives of the 
people, and proceeded on its own lines 
utterly regardless of the effects of the 
policy pursued. There were many other 
districts which were deserving of the 
attention of theright hon Gentlemen. 
In Roscommon the tunds available under 
the Act of Parliament were exhausted, 
and the population in that county were 
obliged to live on the bad land and on 
the bogs and swamps, because the fertile 
land had passed into the hands of huge 
graziers. In the years 1846 and 1847 
three shiploads of tenants were sent from 
Roscommon to America, and of these 
three ships only one reached the other 
side of the Atlantic. The whole of one 
district had been entirely given up to the 
grazier, while close at hand, on the bogs 
and swamps, a large population were 
trying to drag out a miserable existence 
between the hills and the Shannon. 
What happened on the plains of the 
Boyne in 1846 and 1847% Large num- 
bers ofthe population were shipped to 
America, and those vast plains were 
devoted to grazing, whilst on the other 
side thousands of people were living up on 
small patches of land. ; 


He did not think that Irish Members 
were making an unreasonable demand 
when they asked that the operations 
| of the Congested Districts Board 
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ought to be immediately extended. As 
yet they had received nothing beyond 
the platitudes which had been addressed 
tothe House in e oquent and sympathetic 
tones by the Chief Secretary, and the 
Government had not given them any 
earnest of the smallest character to in- 
dicate that they intended to deal with 
this question in a practical spirit. Was 
it to be wondered at that hon. Members 
from Ireland complained of this policy of 
procrastination and delay? If the right 
hon. Gentleman confined his po icy to 
making eloquent speeches on the one 
hand and dabbling in coercion on the 
other, he would find that his term of 
office would not be characterised by an 
grateful recollections on the part of the 
Irish Parliamentary Party or the Irish 
people. He would go much furtherinregard 
to the settlement of the congested districts. 
He spoke only for himself, and perhaps 
he spoke from the selfish standpoint of 


one who wished to benefit his own con- | 


stituency if occasion arose. He thought 
the question of the congested districts 
should be dealt with as a broad question 
entirely apart from provincial considera- 
tions. There were, throughout Ireland, 
manv instances besides those which had 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 


Gentleman refrained from going into the 
matter. He only suggested that when 
he brought in the Land Bill he might 
have an opportunity of going into the 
subject. 


| Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he thought 
the Nationalist Members had reason to be 
dissatisfied with the progress which had 
been made by the Department as at 
| present constituted. There was one 
reason why the Congested Districts 
Board had received so much support and 
countenance, notwithstanding its pro- 
| erastination, and that wasthe presence onit 


of two reverend Gentlemen whom the Irish 





Y | people had reason to believe were good and 


faithful representatives—he referred to 
Bishop O’Donnell and the Rev. Denis 
O’Hara. The Nationalist Members were, 
| of course pleased that the Chief Secretary 
| took a sympathetic interest in the work 
of the Congested Districts Board, but one 
| performance would be worth tons of 
promises. They did not want eloquent 
and sympathetic speeches merely to 
| please the ear, but they wanted some- 
‘thing done by the Board to fulfil its 
‘mission and do good to those for whose 


' 





been alluded to that could be cited as | benefit it was created. If the right hon. 
requiring the attention of the Congested | Gentleman approached in that spirit the 
Districts Board. There were districts in | work which lay to his hand he would 
Co. Cavan quite as congested as those | receive the support of Irish politicians of 
even in the furthest parts of Co. | all shades in this House. 
Mayo. In Co. Longford, which he! ’ 
represented, there were large masses of  (9-7.) MR. POWER (Waterford, E)): 
population living on barren bogs and on | said that no subject which could engage 
the mountain sides, whilst vast areas of | the attention of the House was of 
land were given up to the wants of dumb | greater importance to Ireland than that 
animals rather than to the wants of man. | which was now under discussion. He 
He would strongly appeal for considera- | pointed to the decrease in the population 
tion of this question on the broadest of Ireland as a sign that the landlords 
lines. He suggested that the right hon. | had not managed their property in the 
Gentleman, in any proposals he would|way that duty required. No better 
make in the forthcoming Land Bill, | proof of the incompetence, or rather the 
should deal with it on a broad fixed | unwillingness, of this country to do 
principle. ‘anything for the people of Ireland could 
_be found than in the condition of the 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman | congested districts, not only in Connaught 
is now advocating legislation. This is but also in Donegal, Cork, and various 
not the occasion on which that can be | other parts of the country. In the west 
done. He can only deal with the action | of Ireland there was nothing more sad 
of the Government. for a Nationalist to see than the fertile 
plains, where once were the happy homes 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he thought, lof the people from which, by cruel and 
as the right hon. Gentleman mentioned the | unjust laws, they had been expelled. On 
Land Bill, he was at liberty to do so | all sides in those valleys were to be seen 
also. roofless walls— monuments of British 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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misrule. The people had been expelled 
from the houses which they built and 
from the land which they reclaimed, and 
driven on to the rocky sides of hills to 
eke out an existence which, to his mind, 
was almost impossible. Five years ago 
the Nationalist Members told the) 
Government that there was a state of | 
things in the West of Ireland amounting | 
almost to famine. The Government, with | 
their usual callousness, denied this, but | 
after a few months they sent inspectors | 
into the districts, and relief works were | 
established. The lowest wage given was 
3s. per week, for fairly able-bodied men, | 
and the highest wage was 6s. per week, 
without any food, for able-bodied men. | 
For these wretched starvation wages 
large bodies of men were prepared to 
walk long distances to and from their | 
work. If there was no other evidence, | 
that was sufficient to show the appalling 
state of poverty to which those districts | 
had been reduced. The fertile plains 
from which the people had been driven 
were available for the people now on the 
hills and the bogs if the Government 
would have the wisdom to transplant | 
them. 

He recognised the spirit in which 


the Chief Secretary approached the | 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman | 
had enumerated the difficulties | 
with which they were confronted, | 
but what were statesmen here | 


for but to remove difficulties and find 
homes for the people in their own 
country? Recognising that there was 
great need for legislation, were statesmen 
going to stand by and do nothing? He | 
appealed to the Government to deal 
with this question, and to find homes for 
the people where they could live and 
thrive. He knew the congested districts 
of the constituency which he had the 
honour to represent, and he thought statis- 
tics would prove that the poorest of the 
people were more than anxiousto fulfil their 
just bargains. The way in which these 
people had repaid the loans made to them 


proved that, although they were poor, they | 


were willing and anxious to discharge their 
duty. In dealing with the Irish people 
they must be approached in a sympathetic 
spirit. He remembered well the case of 
two poor people who were offered relief, 
and they said they had never yet received 
&@ penny in charity, and they would go 
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receiving charity. Those were the sort 
of people who had to be dealt with ; and 
he urged the right hon. Gentleman not 
only to make use of the powers which 
the Congested Districts Board already 
possessed in dealing with these Irish 
people, but to increase their powers ; and 
if he did so he would do something to 
remove this blot, which was a disgrace to 
the English Government, and to brighten 
the lot of these people, which cruel and 
unjust laws had made so sad. 


(9.20.) Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, 
Connemara) said that this question had 
not been approached in any spirit of hos- 
tility to the Congested Districts Board. 
It was generally recognised in Ireland, and 
had been sufficiently admitted here this 


/evening, that the Congested Districts 


Board, with all its shortcomings and 
failings, was the most popular Board that 


| Ireland had seen since the Union.. He 


fully admitted that in regard to the 
fishing industry the Board had done 
something for Connemara. It had 
developed the fishing industry in the 


_village of Clegan in the most extra- 


ordinary way, and, in his own experience, 
he had seen that comparatively small and 
insignificant Se grow into a town 
of considerable dimensions and becom- 
ing prosperous. He was sorry to say, 
however, that the operations of the Board 
had practically wiped out the best race 
of ponies ever seen by introducing foreign 
blood ; although the breed of cattle had 
somewhat improved. As to the opera- 
tions of the Board in respect to purchasing 
estates, he thoroughly agreed with the 
Member for North Mayo. He visited his 
constituency more than once every year. 
The Board purchased in 1899 a small 
estate in Connemara, and houses were 
built upon it. He found this year that 
those houses were not occupied, and he 
asked the Rev. Canon McArthur how that 
wasso. The Canon replied that, although 
there had been hundreds of applications 
for the houses, he supposed that they 
were not occupied because the prices asked 
for them were too excessive, and the 
people were still out in the cold clamour- 
ing for houses. Considerable sums of 
money had also been wasted in other parts 
of Connemara. The experiment of 
planting trees had been a complete and 
absurd failure ; and he did not know what 
good the trees would have done, even if 
they had grown. 
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He also complained that the Board 
had purchased land which was really 
not worth cultivating. In the neighbour- 
hood of Carana a thousand acres had been 
hought which were not worth a thousand 


shillings, as they consisted of miserable | 
hogs and swamps, practically unable to | 


produce any economic rent whatever. If 
there was to be any visible improvement in 
the district of Connemara it was absolutely 
necessary that large grass farms should 


he taken, to enlarge and improve the small | 


The | 


miserable holdings of the tenants. 
complaint of the [rish people was that all 
these rich grass farms were held by 
graziers and shopkeepers in the towns 
under the eleven months tenancy. So 
long as those lands were in the possession 
of these men, and so long as the poor 


cotters were confined to four, five, or | 


six miserable acres which were absolutely 
worth no rent whatever, so long would 
there be discontent, unhappiness, 
misery in Ireland. One of the great 


evils of the present system was that the | 


tenants of these wretched holdings had 
to pay the most exorbitant rents. The 
Land Courts of Ireland had fixed rents 
of 15s., 20s., and 25s. an acre for land not 


continued there must be discontent. 
his own constituency he saw the wretched 
character of the holdings, and saw sur- 


rounding them on all sides large areas of | 
grazing land from which these unfortun- | 
ate people had been driven in the past ; | 


and when he saw that condition of things 


he could only tell these people that they | 


must not rest satisfied until they got this 
land again into their possession. The 
evil would never be remedied until these 
grass lands were broken up, and the 
tenants, holdings enlarged, and the people 
called upon to pay a fair rent in place of 
an exorbitant one. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had promised to introduce a Bill to 
remedy this state of things, but unless he 
was in a position to take the remedy 
indicated of breaking up the grass lands 
he would never get rid of the difficulty. 
The right hon. Gentleman, he was con- 
vinced, meant well, but he thought he 
might have learnt something from the 
failure of other Chief Secretaries. The 
real evil with regard to Ireland was that 
the Irish people were never consulted. 
Whenever measures for the benefit of 
Ireland were submitted to this House, 
the feelings and the aspirations of the 
Irish people were always ignored. The 
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| Executive Government of Ireland had 
|heard tonight the voice of the Irish 
|people asking them to rise to the 
occasion and deal with this matter once 
and for all. They asked for a Land Bill 
which would for ever settle this question, 
which would prevent the emigration of 
the people, which would remove dis- 
content and the poverty which had been 
described. If the Government did that, 
they would not only be doing their duty, 
but they would engender in the hearts of 
the Irish people a feeling of gratitude very 
different to the feeling with which they 
looked at the Government today. 


*(9.37.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL 
said that he had studied this question 
for many years, and he had, in season 
and out of season, tried to direct the 
attention of the English people to these 
He_ believed the 


real crux of the Irish question. The 
legislation of the past thirty years had 
sensibly ameliorated the condition of other 
parts of Ireland. Land Bills and other 
legislation had made considersble differ- 


: /ence to farmers in other parts of the 
worth fifteen pence, and so long as that | 


In | 


country, but there had been no adequate 
relief for these districts. Fair rent legis- 
lation could not possibly affect a district 
where no economic rent was derivable from 
the land. Economic rent was derived from 
profits after the farm had been properly 
tilled, and the husbandman properly 
provided for. In not one of the 
districts which had been described this 
evening was there even subsistence for 


the tiller of the soil, let him work from 


morning till night as hard as it was 
possible for peasant to work. That was 


‘the real reason why legislation which 


benefited other parts of the country 
had never touched these districts and 
never could. What were the facts which 
struck even casual observers? You came 
at one moment to a crowded and fester- 
ing area, where the people were huddled 


'together and herded like swine, where 


they were living under conditions which 
an ordinary Englishman would not 


expect his horses and dogs to live under ; 


and beside those areas they would come 
to vast solitudes, great tracts of land 
from which these people had been driven 
in the olden days, and upon which the 
old traces of cultivation still remained. 


'Tt did not need ruined and_ roofless 
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cottages to show that people had lived 
Phe 


and laboured there. re were the 
fences of the holdings from which these 
men had been driven in the past on tc 
the stony wildernesses and wretched bog 
where they now lived. The real difficulty 
and he admitted the difficulty, was hov 
to get these people put back on to thi 
land, now only occupied by black Angu: 
cattle and sheep. That was the real 
responsibility of Englishmen after thc 
famine. There were too many people in 
Connaught before the famine, in his 
opinion ; but after the famine, and afte: 
the emigration of thousands of people 


from Ireland, England allowed the Irish | 


landlords to clear these fertile lands and | P°e” bought by the Congested Districts 


| Board, and re-sold to the tenants and 


drive the people into the bogs. That was 
the thing which had to be undone. He 


an easy thing to get the Irish farmer t 
look with kindness on any change what 
ever, and directly they talked of enlarg 
ing holdings, all sorts of difficulties wouk 
crop up, but those difficulties would hav: 
to be faced. 

What was the Congested Districts Boar: 
doing in the matter? How many inspector 
were employed upon this work? He onl) 
knew of one, who was an exceptionall) 
competent man. But these difficulties 
would have to be got over and the people 
saved. Hecordially agreed with everything 
that had been said with regard to the 
principle on which the Congested Dis 
tricts Board was founded and the work 
it had done. Enormous services hac 
been rendered to Ireland since the com 
mencement of its operations. Twenty 
seven estates had been purchased by th 
Board, and the results of its operation: 
had been of a _ highly satisfactory 
character. In the case of Clare Island 
he had heard it stated that until it was 
taken over by the Congested Districts 
Board no rent had been paid for ove 
thirty years. Whether that was true o1 
not he did not know, but, at all events. 
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>aying their rents in the most honour- 
‘ble way, and would continue to do so 
intil their indebtedness to the Congested 
Districts Board had been paid off. As 
ne had stated on the previous evening, 
she Dillon Estate was the estate which 
‘n troublous times was the first to break 
down ; that was the estate in the West 
of Ireland that was the danger point of 
the whole country. That had now been 
transformed into a perfectly peaceful 
place. There was turbulence all round, 
but the tenants of that estate were as 
quiet as they could be, and everything 
was peace and order. The same thing 
was true of all those estates which had 


settled. That could not be denied. Here 


admitted the difficulty, because it was not | was a fatal disease ; we had found the 


remedy; the thing had been proved ; 
the results everything that could be 
desired ; then why not apply the remedy ? 

The Chief Secretary had spoken of 
going slowly, and of the necessity of so 
doing. He admitted the difficulty, but 
It was one thing in the 


/matter of legislation to proceed tenta- 


tively and slowly, but when districts 
like these, where the suffering was ad- 
mitted, where the people had suffered for 
renturies, the plea of delay ought not to 
ye admitted beyond a certain point. 
[he patience of these people was 


| marvellous; there was nothing like it 
in the world. As he had said on a 


previous occasion, if these people had 
been in a Continental country the con- 
lition of things would have bred 
anarchy, and now, where hunger and 
want reigned togéther, where the food 
of the people did not come up to bare 
sustenance, and where, when they looked 
at the children and saw how they were 
clothed and fed, this was the condition 
of things out of which they expected 
peace and order to come. Let them 
go slowly and safely, by all means, but 


things were on that estate as unsatis- | When theyappealed dailyto peoplestarving 


factory as they could be. 


But what | 2nd suffering all these trials, the House 


happened there was that, with the assis ought not to admit that plea beyond 


tance of the Congested Districts Board 
and the Catholic: priests, the tenants 
had got the land into their own posses- 
sion. [A Nationaist: “ And William 
O’Brien.”] The hon. Gentleman was 
quite right, and he did not omit his 
name intentionally. The result was the 
tenants in that fertile island were now 
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at his hands, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had pointed out that something 
was going to be done to improve the 
state of things. He himself represented 
a part of the country where none of 
this misery prevailed, but he wished to 
say that he would give up a great deal 
of what he desired if he could see one 
great heroic effort to lighten the heavy 
burden which had rested on _ these 
districts for centuries, and which rested 
on many of them at the present time 
with greater force than it had rested upon 
them a hundred years ago, when the 
Union was passed. The House could not 
allow this state of things to go on— 
The mills of God grind slowly, 
But they grind exceeding small.” 
The Government must wake up and 
go to work. It must realise that 
this work which lay ready to its hands 
could be no longer delayed with safety 
to the State. 


*(9.51.) Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.) 
said there were two aspects to this 
problem of the Congested Districts in 
Ireland. The hon. Member for 


South Tyrone had just dealt with! 


it from the point of view of the 
purchase of estates and_ re-settle- 
ment. He approached it from a 


point of view slightly different to that 
of the hon. Member and slightly different 
to the view of some of his colleagues, 
because the fishing industry was the 
principal industry in his constituency. 
He cordially agreed that no solution of 
the question was possible unless it was 
dealt with in a fair way with a deter- 
mination to create a peasant proprietary 
in Ireland, which was obviously the only 
way of satisfying the requirements of the 
people and bringing prosperity back to 
Ireland. He desired to associate himself 
very strongly with the observations 
which had been made by the hon. 
Member for West Kerry. Applications 
had been made over and over again to 
the Chief Secretary and to the Executive 
- Government, that, when a new appoint- 
Jaeny was made on the. Board, the 
claims’ of the South-West corner of 
‘Ireland ehould be, borne in mind, and 
-that a ropresentatiye should be. chosen 
_who could bring forward the special 
.. Beegs Of this locality..No dowbt the new 
raeraber pf the Congested Districts 


Mr. T, W. Russell, 
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Board was prepared to do his work in a 
perfectly proper manner, but he would 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that if their special needs were not con- 
ceded, they would on the next appoint- 
ment be entitled to have a member 
connected with either Cork or Kerry, 
Two years ago, in South Kerry, the 
Congested Districts Board approved of 
a landing-place being established at 
Coonaloughey, but while the work was 
being proceeded with, a dispute arose and 
the work was abandoned. The work 
was considered by the county surveyor, 
and taken up by the Board. He held 
that the case should be again gone into, 
and if there had been a representative of 
Kerry on the Board it certainly would 
have been further considered. 


He was quite in accord with the state. 
ments as to the good work done by the 
Oongested Districts Board ; he regretted 
they had not done more. It was necessary, 
however, that they should keep a 
thoroughly open mind when schemes 
were brought before them by the people 
themselves. In parts of Kerry, where 
the people were largely dependent on 
the sea, but also had little patches of 
land, the use of lime was of the greatest 
advantage. Unfortunately, owing to 
the expense, it was often impossible for 
the people to obtain the lime. He hoped, 
therefore, when the people brought 
forward any scheme of co-operation and 
asked for assistance, so that they could 
obtain lime at a cheaper rate, the Board 
would meet such approaches in a 
sympathetic spirit. and give all the 
assistance in their power. When one 
looked at Mayo and Donegal and saw the 
admirable work those two distinguished 
members of the Board, Dr. O’Donnell 
and Father O’Hara, had been able to 
do in their own district, one was able to 
see that the advantage of the presence 
of a representative on the Board was 
not merely that it enabled the work to 
be carried out, but that it encouraged 
the people to take up schemes. The 
village committees of Mayo had worked 
extremely well, and their success must 
be largely ascribed to the presence of 
Father Denis O’Hara, a member of the 
Board. The mere presence of such a 
man in the district was an incalculable 
advantage to the people. They saw not 
only that he was capable of helping 
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them in their demands, but also that | 
his suggestions were carried out in other | 

of the country, and it made them | 
desirous of taking up schemes, whether | 
of afforestation or of lime-burning or | 
of potato spraying, such as it was desirable | 
they should adopt. He hoped the right | 
hon. Gentleman and the new member 
of the Board would take these matters | 
into consideration, and that the interests | 
of Cork and Kerry would be brought for- | 
ward, as they, unfortunately, had not been 
for many years past. If those interests | 
were properly brought forward by the 
new member, the representatives of the 
district would certainly not object to 
his being placed on the Board, but if 
he failed in any way to represent their 
views, or to see that the needs of Cork 
and Kerry were attended to, they would | 
claim that the next appointment must 
be given to a gentleman from that part 
of Ireland. 


(10.6.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL | 
(Donegal, S.) knew of no subject which | 
so well, indicated the utter hopelessness | 
of English government in Ireland as the | 
treatment of the poor in the congested 
districts. If the ordinary English 
Members in London, who were so fond 
of living well, of being at peace with 
their neighbours, and of the ordinary, easy- 
going life, would come in and listen— | 
as they did in their hundreds when 
some personal or exciting topic was | 
under discussion—to the simple and 
pathetic story of Irish poverty, their) 
hearts would be stirred, and they would | 
say, “Good God, can we not give even | 
one week’s expenses of the war to. 
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Chief Secretary in that county, under 
circumstances the right hon. Gentleman 
would well remember, some twelve years 
ago. The horrible condition of the 
destitute poor was at that time brought 
very prominently before the House by 
questions from the Irish Members, but 
the Government of the day made a very 
faint and feeble response. At length he 
was asked by Mr. Parnell, as represent- 
ing one of the divisions of Donegal, to 
move the adjournment of the House in 
order that the matter might be con- 
sidered. With much trepidation and 
diffidence, being a comparatively new 
Member, he did so, and was greatly 
embarrassed when he found that greatest 
of Englishmen of the last century, Mr. 
Gladstone, intently listening. But in 
that gentleman’s eyes was a look of 
sympathy, as he went on, with the simple 
tale of the woes and sorrows of these 
people. What was the use of argument ? 
What was the use of speaking of these 
things to empty Benches, and of being 
told the next morning by the news- 
papers that the English Govern- 
ment were sympathetic, and that the 
Chief Secretary made a_ conciliatory 
speech ? Men who were starving, and 
children who were wanting the neces- 
saries of life, could not live on sympathy ; 
they wanted action—sturdy action. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary seemed to be in a curious 
and contradictory position. He spoke of 
the Earlof Shaftesbury’s desire, as a young 
man, to devote himself to doing good, 
and he seemed to wish he were fifteen 
years younger, so that he could do exactly 
as Lord Shaftesbury was doing. But the 


ameliorate the condition of these people?” | right hon. Gentleman had the power—he 
The equivalent of such a sum would|had the power of moving and stirring 
make a material difference, and give the hearts of the people; he had the 
permanent happiness and decent comfort power of doing that which would not, 
to thousands of families. The hon. perhaps, make him illustrious in the 
Member for South Tyrone almost apolo- annals of fame, but which would give 
gised for addressing the House on the him the true lustre of doing good in his 
subject because he was an Ulster Member, day and generation—of alleviating the lot 
implying that Ulster was prosperous, | of the poor and of satisfying the hungry. 
and that, therefore, he was speaking not Why, in God’s name, would he not do it 
so much as the representative of a con- when he had the power? He (the hon. 





gested district, as one having special 
knowledge of the subject. But he (the, 
hon. Member) also was an Ulster, 
Member, and he represented a county 
in which there were a large number of | 
congested districts. He had met the 

[ 


Member) had travelled a great deal; he 
had been amongst Kaffirs and partaken 
of their fare; he had been amongst 
Hottentots and shared their hospitality ; 
he had been in the desolations of South 
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Africa ; but he had never seen any condi- 
tion of human misery to equal that to be 
found in West Donegal and in some parts 
of South Donegal. Of all things in the 
world a child was most associated with 
was gaiety and laughter, but he had never 
seen a smile ona child’s face in the hovels 
he had there visited. At first sight the 
children might look to be well fed, because 
their faces appeared to be fat. Their 
faces were certainly puffed, but they 


were pallid from the want of animal food | 


and a proper supply of milk. The men, 
despite their miserable conditions, were 
splendid specimens of humanity, and as 
examples of patience they were simply 
marvellous. They were illiterate in the 
sense that not many of them knew the 
English language, but they were not 
illiterate in the sense of not having 
a fixed belief that a personal God 
sympathised with them, even though 
the English Government and man did not. 
There was a considerable number of 
hungry men in South Donegal, and the 
cause for this lay at the door of the Lrish 
Government. 


While he was 
speech of the hon. Member for South 

'yrone, and to the eloquent appeal he 
made on behalf of the poor, he was 
reminded of the leading article which, at 
the close of the last session of Parliament, 
appeared in an Irish journal, the Irish 
Times. That article warned the right hon. 
Gentleman to shake off the moral influenza, 
because the agitation raised by the hon. 
Member for 
whelm himself and his 
That moral influenza was still there in 
reference to the congested districts, but 
when it came to applying the remedy the 
Chief Secretary had nothing but sympathy 
to apply. He wanted to give even an 
English Government its due, and he 
wished to say that so far as Donegal was 
represented on that Board it could not 
have a more representative man than the 
Most Rev. Dr. O’Donnell, the Bishop of 
the diocese, who was a direct descendant 
of the O’Donnells of Donegal. He wasa 
bishop who sympathised deeply with the 
poor people, and he had stated that there 
was a great want of money. He was not 
poing in the slightest degree to trespass 

yond the verge of order, but he wished 
simply to say that the Chief Secretary 
had the means of supplying the money. 
He was sure the right hon. Gentleman 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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'to suffer so much. There was a desire 
among those poor people to conceal their 
poverty, of which they had always spoken 
in a light-hearted manner, and it was 
only in company with their priest that 
they stated their real condition. They 
had absolutely no hope in this world, 
When he thought of those scenes, he 
wished the speech which the First Lord 
of the Treasury made at Manchester in 
1890 was published and widely circulated, 
| because it gave a most complete and 
|admirable description of the Irish 
congested districts. He should never 
| forget that speech, because it was inter- 


| larded with a furious attack upon himself. 





| The right hon. Gentleman then showed 
| the miserable condition of the congested 
districts twelve years ago, and nothin 
had been done since. What he wante 
and what he was sure the Chief Secretary 
wished to do was to alleviate the condition 
of those poor people, and bring them down 
on to the more fertile plains. There 
were large tracts of fertile land, and the 
tenants were not permitted to live upon 
it. They were bound to consider those 
historical matters. — broadly, in 
all the fertile districts in Ireland it was a 
fact that the more fertile the district the 
less was the population. The counties 
of Meath and Kildare were rich and 
fertile with a very small population, 
while other parts of Ireland were 
barren and over-populated. The state of 
the country did not improve. The last 
time O’Connell appeared in the House of 
Commons, on his way to Rome, he got up 
to speak, and he was so weak that his 
voice could hardly be heard. He 
obtained permission to speak from the 
Treasury Bench. In the last words he 
uttered he prayed the English Parlia 
ment to give bread to the Irish people. 
Instead of doing that, their system of 
government had taken away the bread 
from the people. They had made Ireland 
desolate, and they must have food for 
their people or they would take it. 


He agreed with the hon. Member fot 
South Tyrone, who said that, as far as the 
Irish Land question was concerned, Ire 
land would be justified in rising in rebellion 
if she had the chance. They could not 
permit, without protest, the expenditure 
of large sums of money upon war for 
which Ireland was taxed, when they 
refused to relieve the condition of the 
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poor people of Ireland. The essence of 
constitutional government was that the 
Ministry should be responsible to the 
country at large and to the House of 
Commons. In Ireland they were 
treated as if they were Germans or 
French, and they got no intimation of 
the laws intended for the benefit of 
Ireland until they were brought before 
the House. Two or three days before he 
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was first elected for Donegal, he recol- | 


lected that while he was walking up a 
storm-swept hill he met a poor labourer. 
This man said to him, “If you are 
elected, will you work; forthe poor?” 
And he told him that he would. So far 
as his humble efforts would permit, he 
had consistently worked for the poor, 
and at all costs he would continue to do 
so. Whether they succeeded or not, 
they would continue to do their duty, 


‘notwithstanding all the obloquy that 


might be hurled at them, and they cared 
for nothing so long as they got their 
rights and established their place among 
the nations of the earth. 


,4(10.29.) Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, N.) 


said that this subject had been fully and | 


ably dealt with by his hon. friends, and 
he was more concerned with the fishing 
centres of the South of Ireland. He rose 
mainly to complain that when a vacancy 
occurred on the Congested Districts 
Board the whole province of Munster 
was still left unrepresented on that body. 
The late Father Davies represented the 
South of Ireland on that Board, and 
owing to his exertions and influence on 
every Chief Secretary, a great amount of 
good was done in the South of Ireland, 
for he had always looked well after the 
requirements of the fishing centres. 
Since the death of Father Davies the 
South of Ireland had been almost wholly 
neglected. While the people there saw 
the beneficial results of the action taken 
by the Congested Districts Board in the 
west and north, they saw that very little 
had been done in their own districts. In 
the south the action of the Chief 
Secretary in appointing Lord Shaftes- 
bury to the Congested Districts Board 
would be looked upon as showing a want 
of sympathy with that part of the 
country. He wished to ask the Chief 
Secretary, whether he would appoint. an 
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additional member to the Board to repre- 
sent the South of Ireland. He was told 
that at present the law did not permit 
of this being done, but if the right hon. 
Gentleman was sympathetic he could 
pass a small Bill in three or four days 
providing for the appointment of another 
representative on the Board. 


(10.35.) Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) 
said the Nationalists considered that 
the Congested Districts Board had 
not done sufficient in Mayo, Donegal, 
and in other counties. They were tired 
of listening to the right hon. Gentleman 
telling the public that the places that 
agitated and made a trouble over this 
question were the places which the 
Congested Districts Board had placed last 
on the list. His constituency was peculiar. 
One part included the Lakes of Killarney, 
and that circumstance ought to conduce to 
a condition of prosperity. The other end 
of it included a district which was as 
poverty stricken as any part of Ireland. 
It was the district in which the bog 
disaster occurred a few years ago. That 
disaster arose entirely through the land- 
lord of the district, Lord Kenmare, having 
failed to do his duty in not assisting the 
tenants to provide a proper outlet for the 
water drained from the bog. He had 
pointed out to the Chief Secretary that 
the bog now was practically in the same 
condition as before, and that a similar 
disaster might occur again. Notwith- 
standing his appeals, and the report of an 
inspector who visited the spot that his 
representations were well founded, nothing 
had been done for the people of the 
district, because they were orderly and did 
not agitate. It was not his fault that 
they did not agitate, and he would, when 
he had an opportunity, preach to them 
that agitation was the only way that 
would ever make the Chief Secretary 
listen to their demands. He would not 
try to throw cold water on the appoint- 
ment of Lord Shaftesbury. They took 
him as the right hon. Gentleman presented 
him, and they would judge him by the 
result. Possibly they might be dis- 
appointed, as they had often been before. 

is constituency had been utterly 
neglected by the Congested Districts 
Board, but he now, on their behalf, said 
that they would give the Chief Secretary 
a further opportunity of showing whether 
he desired to do anything for them. 
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*(10 40.) Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, | suggested to this man that he should 
S.) said that he called attention a fortnight | put in the name of his son. 
ago to the circumstances connected with 
the Kilclooney estate in Galway, but, to 
his regret, the Chief Secretary was not 
present. As the right hon. Gentleman 
was here tonight, he would state the 
facts again. This was an estate portions 
of which had been sold by the Land 
Commissioners to the tenants. Some ofit| *Mr. CULLINAN: I have no hesita- 
was occupied by large graziers, and the|tion in saying that the whole cause of 
Chief Secretary was asked to have the | the delay in the purchase of these farms 
grazing lands bought up for the benefit of | by the Congested Districts Board was 
the people in the adjoining congested | due to the officials of the Land Commis- 
district. The right hon. Gentleman met | sion. It is said that in my constituency 
them in a most friendly manner. On the| there is no congestion. And why? I 
16th of July last a Question on the | must answer in the words of the right 
subject was asked in this House by the | hon. and learned Gentleman the Member 
Chairman of his Party ; on the 18th the | for North Tyrone who sits on the Front 
Question was answered by the Chief | Opposition Bench, when he was asked 
Secretary, who said that he had communi-| in the early eighties before the Bess 
cated with the Land Commission to try to| borough Commission why it was that 
negotiate for the purchase of the farms: | Tipperary had been so quiet, and who 
On the 20th the Land Commission, find- | answered that Tipperary had done in the 
ing they could not sell to grazing tenants, | past what the rest of the country was 
actually sent an official to get them | now trying to do—it had settled the land 
to sign yearly agreements to qualify | | question for itself. What was it that had 
them to purchase. By this Act they | made the English Government seriously 
were trying to defeat the good | recognise the land question in Ireland, 
intentions of the Ghief Secretary and | and got passed the Land Act of 1870! 
the Congested Districts Board. The| It was when the tenants in my constit- 
graziers were eleven months tenants, | uency at Ballycohey fought the landlords 
and therefore it was competent for the| with the good old blunderbuss. I agree 
Land Commissioners to buy the lands| with the hon. Member for East Mayo as 


Mr. SPEAKER: It will not be com- 
petent for the hon. Member to discuss 
the conduct of the Land Gommission 
on the Motion before the House. 





and divide them among the poor people. | to the action of the Chief Secretary in re- 
But the Land Commissioners tried to | gard to coercion, and I am not going to 
force the graziers to buy the lands. He| advise the policy of subserviency to 
had that on the authority of one of those | Dublin Castle, as anything they ever got 
gentlemen. He was informed that a/|in Ireland was after agitating for it. 

large grazier, who had already borrowed 
£5,000 and had therefore exhausted his} (10.53.) Question put. 
claim on the Land Commissioners, stated 
that he could not buy any more land, The Housedivided :-—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 


and one of the Commissioners actually | 94, (Division List No. 79.) . 
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Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour,Rt HnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederiok George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Ca neron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S. W 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Sirk. W(B’rySEdm’nds 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, RobertWm. 
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AYES, 


| Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick _ 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W.) 
| Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
| Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Houston, Robert Paterson 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William Belfast 


| 
| Keswick, William 
| 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,ArthurH. (Hants. ,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 





| Macartney, Rt. HnW.G. Ellison 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J. H(D’mfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 

| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 

| More, Robt. Jasper(Shropsbire) 
| Morgan, DavidJ.(W’lthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 

, Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
| Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 


| 
} 








| Nicholson, William Graham 


| O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


| 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pret) man, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
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Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 





Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Warde, Colonel C. K. 
| Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestsh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| 
! 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Sir William Walrond and 
| Mr. Anstruther, 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glouc. ,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John penny 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Conaon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Gilhooly, James 
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Haldane, Richard Burdon | O’Dowd, John 


; O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester | O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, 
Hayden, John Patrick | O’Malley, William 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | O’Mara, James 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Jordan, Jeremiah O’Shee, James John 


Hammond, John 


Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Layland-Barratt, Francis Power, Patrick Joseph 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 


Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, Gower 


| White, Luke (York, E. RB.) 
| White, Patrick (Meath, No 
Nannetti, Joseph P. | Whiteley, George(York, Wr th 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) .R.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Wilson, Henry J. (ork, W.R.) 
Norman, Henry Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 








O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | Young, Samuel 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) | 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 





Main Question again proposed. 


USE. 

(11.5.) Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) ; 
Before going into Committee, I desire to 
call attention to the imperfect ventila- 
tion and other sanitary arrangements 
of some parts of the House, and to the 


SANITARY CONDITION OF THE 
HO Ss 


O’Connor, T. P. ast 
O'Donnell, T, (Kerry, ) 





expediency of putting electric ventilating | 
objecting, my right hon. friend will con- 


| sider that I am endeavouring to increase 


fans into every lobby, passage, room, and 


apartment, wherever practicable and 


advantageous, and to bring the sanitary 
arrangements up to a higher standard, 
and to move that a Committee of experts 
be immediately appointed for the pur- 
pose of carrying out arrangements on | understood as they are at present, The 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


these principles. I must mention that I 
do not wish this to be at all understood 
as reflecting on the Accommodation Com- 
mittee which sat last year, or on the 
First Commissioner of Works, who has 
always been most courteous in consider- 
ing every suggestion connected with this 
subject, and who has done all in his 
power to improve the accommodation for 


Members. I believe that instead of 


the convenience of Members. In 1836, 


| when the Houses of Parliament were 


built, the principles of ventilation and of 
sanitary science were not so nearly well 
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result is that there is a great deal of | still worse. 


imperfect sanitation in the House, which 
has been the subject of consideration for 
many years by various Committees. In 
my own experience, I have seen a ven- 
tilating fan revolutionise the health of a 
whole workshop. The two which were 
placed in the division lobbies have been 
so effective that I am surprised the 
principle has not been further extended. 
Each of these fans changes the whole 
atmosphere in a quarter of an hour. I 
looked forward with much interest to the 
Report of the Accommodation Committee, 
and I was disappointed to see it stated 
that the Committee had not time to take 
up the question of the ventilation of the 


House, but that they strongly recom-— 


mended that another Committee should 
be appointed for this express purpose. 
That is the principal object of my Motion. 
If the Accommodation Committee takes 
up the subject, it will be a considerable 
time before they can report, and then 
we will have the heat of summer upon us 
before any improvement is made. 


tion is on a radically wrong principle. 
The air supplied to the chamber is pro- 
pelled through the floor and carpet. 
The draught also is on an antiquated prin- 
ciple. The air is drawn out of the 
chamber by burning charcoal, and by 


means of gas burning in tubes, which | 
causes an enormous amount of heat above, | 


and does not perform the work effectually. 
The cubic space per head when the House 
is crowded is totally inadequate. The 
hot air rises to the ceiling, and is not 
taken away with sufficient rapidity. The 
ventilation in the Press Gallery is 
of a very bad description, and it is a 
wonder that the reporters are able to give 
such lucid reports in such an atmosphere. 


The ventilation in the Ladies’ Gallery is | 


VOL. CV. [FourTH SERIEs.] 
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With | 
regard to this Chamber itself, the ventila- | 
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Our treatment to our lady 
| visitors is barbarous in the extreme. 
| Just as in a Moslem community, we not 
we almost 
asphyxiate them when we have them caged 
up, and we submit them to even a worse 
asphyxiation when we take them down- 
stairs. 


only cage them up, but 


If there were a few powerful 
‘electric fans near the ceiling, they would 
withdraw the air with great rapidity and 
improve the ventilation of the House, as 
‘well as that of the Press Gallery and 
the Ladies’ Gallery. I do not intend to 
speak of the other Chamber, because the 
Members there do not spend sufficient time 
_in it to injure themselves ; but there are 
many other places which require prompt 
attention, such as the inner lobby, the 
Members’ writing rooms, the passage to 
the library, and the passage at right 
angles to it, the central lobby, Westmin- 
- ster Hall, in which almost impalpable dust 
is continually falling, the dining-rooms up 
and down stairs, the library, the smoking 
and tea rooms, the typewriting room, and 
last, but not least, the kitchen. It is 
stated that the kitchen was in such an ill- 
ventilated condition last year that Lord 
Stanley went downstairs and broke the 
windows. [An Hon. MEMBER: Oh!] 
The hon. Gentleman may say “Oh,” but 
I am quoting from the evidence before 
the Committee. Whether this drastic 
remedy was before or after dinner I do 
not know—it seems to me to be like an 
after-dinner performance—but a few 
_ ventilating fans would have improved the 
| ventilation much better. Again, none of 
the lavatories are up to the standard re- 
| quired in a first-class hotel, and some of 
| them would not be tolerated in any hotel. 
I believe that if a very little money was 
_ spent on them, one of the principal causes 
| of the contamination of the air of the 
| House would be removed. Meanwhile, 
the heat of summer will be upon us, and 

E 
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if an expert Committee is not appointed 
we will have to put up with this bad 
ventilation for a very long time. 

As showing the inadequate and obsolete 
principles of the sanitation and ventila- 
tion of the House, no samples of the 
atmosphere have ever been taken. 
in the Lancashire weaving sheds the air 
is continually tested. There are three 
methods — mechanical, chemical, and 
The first two are very simple, 
the last more complicated, but complicated 
and expensive as it is, the first Assembly 
in the world ought to go to the expense. 
If that were done, I think we would find 
that there are an enormous number of 
microbes in the air in the House 
and its surroundings. I read the other day 
in a newspaper that millions of germs of 
no less than twenty-three different species, 
including the microbes of influenza. 
tuberculosis, and lockjaw, were found in 
a small piece of carpet taken from the 
floor of the United States House of 
Representatives, As to whether this 
was the carpet which Dickens men- 
tioned as having seen its battered ap- 
pearance greatly improved by the squirt- 
ing of saliva all over it, I do not know. 
I am sure that we could find a very 
large number of microbes in the carpet 
of this Chamber also. Some constitu- 
tions are quite capable of resisting 
microbes and rendering them inanimate, 
but even healthy persons exposed for a 
considerable time to the attacks of a 
large number of microbes may succumb. 


Even 


bacterial. 


The various epidemics of influenza and 
the other complaints from which hon. 
Members have been suffering would not 
have been so prevalent if we had more 
I would suggest, therefore, 
that before the heat of summer is upon 
us, a Committee of experts who under- 
stand the subject should be appointed, 
Mr. Wylie. 


fresh air. 


{COMMONS} 
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and that they should consider the 
matter promptly, and that the work 
should be carried out efficiently before 
the Whitsuntide recess. I know that 
the subject of the ventilation of this 
House and its sanitary arrangements ig 
a prosaic one, but I believe, if it is taken 
up practically and thoroughly in the 
light of the teaching of modern science, 
that it will do a great deal to improve 
the health of Members and also to im- 
prove their vigour and temper. Not- 
withstanding the vitiated atmosphere, 
hon. Members gave a ready response to 
the Chief Secretary tonight when he 
spoke of the pleasant environment in 
connection with the debate, but if there 
had been a crowded House and a bad 
atmosphere, I doubt very much whether 
we would have such a certainty of an 
interchange of compliments between the 
Irish Benches and the Treasury Bench. 
I believe, therefore, that if we attend to 
the ventilation of the House properly we 
will have a great improvement in all 
these respects, and that we will add 
more to the comfort of Members than 
will even the new procedure rules, and I 
hope that better ventilation will be con- 
temporaneous with the introduction of 
these new rules. I beg to move that an 
expert Committee be appointeds 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I cordially 
support the suggestion of the hom 
Member opposite— 


*Mr. SPEAKER’: The hon. Member 
has exhausted his right to speak by 
seconding the Amendment. 


(11.15.) Taz FIRST COMMISSIONER 
or WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovue.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): 1 may say at once that 
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the Committee which sat last year on|two matters. Samples of the atmosphere 
of the House of Commons have been 
constantly taken and have been analysed. 


of a Committee to consider the question | One sample is in process of analysis at the 
which the hon. Member has brought | present moment, and I shall be very glad 
forward with so much force. So far|to inform my hon. friend of the result 
as I am concerned, having been a member | when it is received from the laboratory 
of that Committee, I feel bound to carry | Having agreed to the request of my hon. 
out their recommendation, and I had in- | friend, I do not think he will expect me 
tended to move the appointment of a Com- | to go further into the matter now. A 
mittee before Easter, which could meet | Committee will be appointed, and I will 
immediately after the holidays. Whether | consider whether it shall be an expert 


that Committee will be a Committee such | Committee or a Select Committee of the 
as that of last session or an expert House of Commons. Iam rather inclined 


Committee, as suggested by my hon. | t° think that better work would be got 
friend, will receive my most careful from a small Committee composed of 
consideration. I will not follow my hon. | Members who are especially acquainted 
with sanitary matters. Fortunately, we 
have in this House many distinguished 


the accommodation of the House of 
Commons recommended the appointment 














friend into the whole history of the 


ventilation of the House, or of the various | ' 
methods of ventilation which have been | ™° connected with science, such as my 
adopted, but I would like to remind him hon. friend the Member for the London 


that the present system of ventilation has | University and my hon. friend the 
been approved by various Committees in | Member for South Ayrshire, who might 
recent years, one sitting under no less | help us very considerably in this matter. 
an authority than Sir Henry Roscoe. | At all events, the House can rest assured 
That Committee went carefully into the | that the Committee will be appointed, and 
sanitation of the House and the system | that it will sit directly after Easter. 
of ventilation, and no doubt great 

improvements were made in consequence | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Ido not know 
of its report, although I think a great | what the view of the First Lord of the 
deal is still left to be done, especially in | Treasury is with regard to the progress 
the lobbies and Committee rooms. I my-/ of business during the short time that now 
self have been in close attendance in this | remains. Some of my hon. friends have 
House for the last twenty years. I think | notices on the Paper, which, I need not 
I may claim that during that period [| point out to the right hon. Gentleman, 
have been as often in the House as any | would keep us up to twelve o'clock, but 
other Member, and perhaps I may | we know we cannot initiate any effective 
congratulate myself as being one of those | debate at this hour. We will, therefore, 
healthy men, to whom my hon. friend | agree to the Speaker leaving the Chair 
alluded, who readily throw off bacteria ;| 2° if no other business of any kind is 
but I think that there is very little fault tation 

to be found so far as the air in the] Typ FIRST LORD oF THE 
Chamber itself is concerned. I would! TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Man- 


like to correct my hon. friend in one or | chester, E.):,],agree. 
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*(11.22.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, | determined, so far as he possibly can, to 
Haggerston): 1 should like to say a few | find a remedy for the state of things in 
words on the question raised by the hon. this building, will take the opinion of 
Gentleman opposite. Eight or nine | experts from the County Council, 
years ago I was a member of a Committee ‘or some other reliable body. I have 
appointed to consider the ventilation of only one other complaint to make, 
this building to make recommenda- | which I think may explain why influenza; 
tions for its improvement and the is so prevalent ‘among Members. In the 
greater convenience of Members. That | diningandotherrooms there is a great deal 
Committee on the whole was a very | of draught near the windows. Although a 
practical body, and it made some | thick curtain is drawn across them, stil) 
practical recommendations, several of | the draught is not excluded. I have seen 
which were carried out, but still the | Members sitting shivering, not only in 
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matter is in a very imperfect condition. 
I have had the pleasure of visiting and 
closely examining every Parliament in 
Europe except the Spanish Parliament, 
and I was very careful to examine, as far 
as I could, the sanitary condition of the 
various buildings I visited. As a result, 
I venture to say that there is not a 
healthier Chamber in Europe than the 
House of Commons, and I think we 
may all congratulate ourselves that, on 
the whole, there is no better or purer 
atmosphere to be found in any Chamber 
throughout the whole of Europe. With 
regard tothe strong point made by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite concerning the lava- 
tories, I venture to say there is no more 


insanitary public building, as far as lava- | 


tories are concerned, to be found in the 
Metropolis than this building, and if an 
expert from the County Council were 
called in, and if the same rules were 
applied to this building as that body 
apply to houses generally in Lon- 
don, there is not a lavatory in the 
whole building that would not have to be 
reconstructed from top to bottom. That 
is a very serious matter, and I do hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman, who is 


| the dining-rooms, but in the Committee- 
rooms upstairs, and I venture to say that 
half the number of Members who are 
suffering from influenza contracted 
it in the dining-rooms or the 
Committee-rooms. I do not pretend to 
devise a remedy, but I believe that a 
remedy could be found, and that the 
draughts could be stopped. I hope thisis. 
one of the questions which the right hon. 
| Gentleman wil! take into consideration 
| as speedily as possible, before our ranks 
are still further thinned by influenza and. 
colds. 


Question put, and agreed to. 





SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, “That 
this House do now adjourn ” (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour), put and agreed to. 


Adjourned at half after Eleven 
o’clock till Monday next. 
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Monday, 17th March, 1902. 


Committee for Privileges met: The 
Attorney General further heard on behalf | 
of the Crown, Counsel for the Earl of | 
Ancaster heard in reply: Committee 
adjourned until Tomorrow, _half-past | 
Ten o'clock. 
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Joint Petition of Gilbert Henry Earl 
of Ancaster, George Henry Hugh Mar- 
quess of Cholmondeley, and Charles 
* Robert Earl Carrington, praying for 
> leave to put in evidence or refer at the. 
hearing of their petitions in the above 
case to the documents mentioned in the 
schedule to the petition, notwithstanding | 
, that they are not mentioned in the, 
= digest of documents; read, and referred 
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4 to the Committee for Privileges. 
fs BARON FFRENCH. 
: Petition of Charles Austin Thomas 


Ss, 


“Robert John Joseph Ffrench Baron | 
. Firench of Castle Ffrench, in the county 

of Galway, in the Peerage of Ireland, 

‘daiming a right to vote at the elections 

Sof Representative Peers for Ireland; 

i read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor 

$to consider and report thereupon to the | 
: House. 


7 


BILL BUSINESS. 


N 


PRIVATE 


at f 









The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 

‘House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 

ments had laid upon the Table the | 

Certificates from the Examiners that | 

‘the further Standing Orders applicable 

to the following Bills have been complied 

vith :— 

DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER. 
WADHURST GAS. | 

ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS. 

SUTTON BRIDGE DOCK [u.1.}. 

BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM- | 

* WAYS [H.L. ]. | 
HASTINGS TRAMWAYS [u.t.]}. | 
VOL. CV. [Fourrn Serixs. | 


= 3 


~ 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, And also the Certificate that the 


| Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
| Table. 


NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL [H.1.}. 


The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition 
to the Bill was withdrawn. The order 
made on the 10th instant discharged and 
the Bill committed. 


NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 


BILL [H.L. ]. 
Read 3* and passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 

BROADSTAIRS GAS BILL. 
BROMLEY GAS BILL. 
LIMPSFIELD AND OXTED WATER BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1" 
and referred to the Examiners. 
HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 

CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to order) and passed 


and sent to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Return showing. 
I. The expenditure from the grant for 
public education in Scotland in the year 
1901 upon annual grants to State-aided 


| schools. 


IT. Statistics of day schools in receipt 
of annual grants under the code, for the 
year ended 3lst August, 1901. 

III. Statistics of evening continuation 
schools in receipt of grant under the 
evening continuation school code, for the 
year ended 30th September, 1901. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series. 
No. 2748, Germany, Estimates for 
the year 1902. 
No. 2749, United States, Portland 
(Maine). 
F 
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CHINA, No. 1 (1902). 
Correspondence respecting the affairs 
of China (in continuation of China, No. 
6 (1901) [Cd. 675.}). 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Further papers relating to the working 
of the refugee camps in South Africa (in 
continuation of [Cd. 9354.], February 
1902). 


INDIA (CASE OF Mr. A. P. PENNELL). 

Correspondence relating to the removal 
of Mr. A. P. Pennell from the Indian 
Civil Service. 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND CANAL 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 


Report for December 1901. 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA (MEAT CON- 
TRACTS). 

Conditions of contract with the Imperial 
Cold Storage and Supply Company, 
Limited, for meat supply to troops in 
South Africa. 


Presented [by command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





MARTIAL LAW IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Ear: SPENCER: My Lords, I rise to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
any special directions have been given, or 
any regulations have been made, with 
reference to the exercise of martial law by 
the officers of His Majesty's Military 
Forces in Cape Colony or in Natal over 
civilian subjects of His Majesty ; whether 
a copy of such directions or regulations 
(if any) will be laid on the Table of the 
House ; whether there is at present any 
organised armed resistance to the author- 
ity of His Majesty’s Government in 
these Colonies, or either of them, which 
would justify the continued suspension 
of the action of the ordinary courts of 
justice or cause any impediment to the 
resumption by the courts of their 
ordinary jurisdiction, and to move for 
the Papers mentioned in my Motion. I 
shall endeavour not to repeat what I said 
on the first night of the session on this 
subject. I observe that the Prime 
Minister is not in his place, but I hope I 
shall not misinterpret what he said when 
this subject was last debated. . On that 
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! occasion the noble Marquess concluded his 
observations withthe following sentence— 
‘*T do not in the least discourage the noble 
Earl from bringing on this subject, or the idea 
of the necessity for the two Houses of Parlia 
ment to watch with the most careful jealousy 
the exercise of powers which, no doubt if 
unrestrained, might be very dangerous to the 
liberty of the subject.” 
[The Marquess of SALISBURY here entered 
the House.] Therefore I think I may 
claim that I have the noble Marquess’s 
acquiescence in bringing forward the 
subject. I feel that it is a subject ex- 
ceedingly difficult to deal with by one 
who is not a lawyer, but any Englishman 
who reads constitutional history may be 
familiar with what martial law is, and 
why it is viewed with some suspicion and 
dislike by those who cherish their con- 
stitutional rights and privileges as citizens 
of a popularly governed country. We 
rely on the common law to protect our 
rights. I will read one passage from a 
speech by Mr. John Stuart Mill, which 
expresses very clearly the views which 


‘most Englishmen hold on this great 


subject. Mr. John Stuart Mill, in a very 
able speech which he made in the House 
of Commons in 1867, said— 


“ Our opinion was that there is not, properly 
speaking, as regards non-military persons, such 
a thing as martial law, avd that it has no 
existence except for military purposes. Of 
course, Parliament can give it existence, 
because Parliament can make any law, how- 
ever inexpedient or unjust. But the Crown, 
being only one branch of legislation, cannot do 
this.” 

With regard to the prerogative of the 
Crown, which is much disputed and 
discussed, there is, | know, in every Act 
of Parliament which deals with this sub- 
ject a saving clause to protect the Crown 
whatever the powers of the Crown may 
be. Mr. John Stuart Mill went on to. 
say— 

“ We have thought that, although there was 
no such thing as martial law, except for 
military purposes, there was a law of necessity. 
There may be a public necessity in case of 
rebellion, requiring that certain acts not justi- 
fied by the ordinary laws of the country should 
be doue ; but these acts should be acts of sup- 
pression and not of punishment. Now, a point 
which has not been noticed, and to which I 
attach the highest. importance, is this—that in 
a case of public necessity, as in any analogous 
case of private necessity, those who act —_— 
it, and do under the supposed necessity that 
which they would not ordinarily be justified 
in doing, should be amenable to the laws of 
their country for so doing. When 
it is said by the right hon. Gentleman the 
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Home Secretary that it is much better that | 
the officers who intend to assume this power, | 
and act on this suppused necessity, should | 
declare beforehand their intentivun of doing so, | 
by all means let them doso; but do not let | 
them or any one else think that by using the | 
term martial law, or by annouwcing that they | 
mean to make a military tribunal one of the | 
instruments by which they will exercise their | 
power of su 
themselves from all responsibility.” 


| 
What I propose tonight is to enforce | 


the necessity of some proof of martial | 
law being required, and that it cannot | 
be dispensed with. I feel that very | 
strongly, and also that martial law should | 
be placed under strict conditions to pre- | 
vent its being exercised with unnecessary | 
harshness. Further, the moment the. 
necessity ceases, martial law should be | 
done away with. | 

My Lords, martial law has two' 
aspects. First, we may consider it as| 
repressive action, and the other is that 
it is a substitute for the common tribunals 
of the country. As to the first, martial 
law is not necessarily carried out by 
military men only, but other men may 
beemployed who, under it, have excessive 
powers. These powers are being exercised 
over a very large area in South Africa, 
and it is for His Majesty’s Government 
to give good reasons—we have not yet 
had public reasons—for what has been 
done. Moreover, I think they ought to) 
be able to say why these powers are 
exercised over so large an area, an area 
which is three times the size of Great 
Britain. We have heard that inexperi- | 
enced men or intemperate men, men how 
have recently been fighting in the same 
district, have been appointed to administer 
martial law. I must quote three cases 
which are well authenticated, and which, | 
I believe, no one can dispute, to show | 
how very serious the interference with | 


constitutional liberty has been at the) 
Cape. 

That case sets out the law in a/| 
way which I regret ; but I accept it, and | 


There is, first of all, the Marais | 
case. | 
it would be wrong in me to question the | 


law in any way. So far as | understand | 
it, this is a case of a gentleman in busi- | 


} 
| 
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believe it is now discontinued, was ex- 
tremely cruel and contrary to our notions 
of humanity. I allude tothe order which 
was given under martial law that the 
executions should be witnessed by a con- 
siderable number of persons, relatives, 
and others, in the towns where the exe- 


rseding the law, they will clear | cutions took place. I deplore that order, 
'and am glad to think it has been with- 


drawn. Then I must refer to one other 
case. I understand there are not to be 
any legal proceedings ; if any one in the 
House says there are to be proceedings, I 
shall not utter a word more on the 
subject. Miss Hobhouse went out with 
a fund at her dispcsal to visit the concen- 
tration camps which then had recently 
been formed. She administered this 
fund with great generosity and kindness. 
On her return she reported the condi- 
tion in which she found the camps to 
the Secretary of State, and I believe 
went to meetings for the purpose of 
getting additional funds. After a delay 
—I am afraid too long a delay—vigorous 
steps were taken to deal with the evils 
which had been described by Miss Hob- 
house and others in their Reports. Miss 
Hobhouse afterwards went to the Cape 
again, partly, | understand, to continue 
her work in the camps, and partly on 
account of her health, but she was 
forcibly deported and sent home. I| can- 
There 
may be some occult reason; but in all 
these matters we are left in very great 


|ignorance, and we have to pick up our 


information as best we can. I cannot 
for the life of me see what great offence 
Miss Hobhouse committed, and how, if 
she had been allowed to remain at the 
Cape when she went there a second 
time, it could possibly have affected 
the military operation. I should like 
to know what are the checks on 
injudicious commandants and _ others. 
I do not for a moment say that these 
things have been general. I have little 
doubt that the officers and those who 
have had to carry out this extremely 
difficult law have been actuated by high 
motives ; but even high officers very often 





ness who was arrested, perhaps rightly | have not the experience which ordinary 
arrested, under military law, deported | magistrates have in the conduct of social 
300 miles to another place, and then, so) affairs. There must have been in the 
far as I know, detained without any trial. | enormous number of officers appointed a 
That is a very serious case. There is} certain number who have had a very 
another case which came under martial | irritating and bad effect upon the popula- 
law, and which, although I am happy to' tion. I do not know whether inspectors 
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have been going round to all these places. 
That appears to me to be a thing that 
ought to have been done. Superior 
officers should have gone round to see 
how these younger and less experienced 
officers were carrying out their very 
arduous duties. Then there is the 
question of the Martial Law Board, which 
was appointed to investigate complaints, 
and so on. I should like to know if that 


Board has worked well, and if complaints | 


have been freely made and carefully in- 
quired into. 
I come now to the other side of martial 


law, which is very much more important | 


than the one to which I have referred. 
I mean the conditions under which 
courts-martial are substituted for the 
ordinary law. 
ditions placed on courts-martial in the 
past? There was the Act of 1799—one 
of the Acts of the Irish Parliament— 
which authorised military men to deal 
with cases, and which left to the Lord 
Lieutenant of the day the regulation and 
arrangement of these courts. In 1803, 
in the Imperial Parliament, Mr. Pitt in- 
troduced a somewhat similar measure and 
passed it. I want to call special attention 
to the changes made in very important 
matters in this Act. The 43rd George 
III., cap. 117, deals with this, and it lays 
down this condition, that when a Court 
is to be formed it should consist of com- 
missioned officers of the Line, Militia, or 
Yeomanry regiments, not less in number 
than seven, nor more than thirteen. The 
last sentence of ths clause is— 


‘* Provided that no sentence of death shall 
be given against any offender by such court- 
martial unless the judgment shall pass by the 
concurrence of two-thirds at least of the officers 
present.” 


That is an important restriction of the 
Act which had been previously passed. 
I come to the further fact that when 
courts-martial were set up in Ireland in 
1833, the Act also regulated the number 
and character of the persons comprising 
the courts. Clause 14 states that not 
less than five, nor more than nine officers 


of His Majesty’s Regular forces, shall have | 


authority. The same clause provides also 
that no officer shall be appointed to serve 
on any suck court-martial who shall not 
have attained the rank of captain in the 
Army, or who shall, at or within one 
month of the holding of the court-martial, 
have been in the performance of regi- 
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| district. It is also provided that no officer 
below the rank of field officer shall be 


What have been the con- | 
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president of the court. The next clause 
enacts that— 


“ Provided always, and be it further enacted, 
That whenever tne said court-martial shall 
consist of nine members, then the concurrence 
of at least seven members of the said court 
shall be required, and shall be sufficient to 
give validity and effect to the decisions and 
acts of such court; and that whenever the 
said court shall consist of any number of 
members less than nine, then the concurrence 


| of at least five members of the said court 
| shall be required and shall be sufficient to give 


validity and effect to the decisions and acts of 
such court.” 
I have read this because I consider that 
those are very important qualifications 
indeed of the constitution of these courts. 

I should like also to refer to what 
Lord Carnarvon did in the year 1867. He 
laid down very strict regulations as to 
what should be done with regard to 
sentences of death; and he said in no 
case was a court-martial by which a 
sentence of death was passed to have less 
than three members, and he also made 
certain regulations as to power being 
given to those who were being tried to 
have free access to their legal advisers. 
He further laid down that these Courts 
should not have power to give sentences 
longer than the probable duration of 
martial law. Now I want to know 
whether regulations of this sort have 
been laid ‘down. They seem to me 
extremely wise and important regula- 
tions, and certainly, as far as I can see, 
they ought to be laid down with regard 
to courts-martial in South Africa. It 
may be said, ‘‘ Why bring this on in the 
House of Lords ? why is this a matter for 
discussion in Parliament?’ I answer 
that by saying that at this moment there 
is no Parliament sitting at the Cape. 
Although I do not say myself that those 
regulations should be imposed by Act of 
Parliament, I think there is a great deal 
to be said forit. But what I referred to 
does not require an Act of Parliament: 
for, though no doubt such a course may 
not be as efficacious, the King’s Govern- 
ment has ample power to make any 
regulations it may choose with regard to 
the conduct of courts- martial and 
martial law at this moment in South 
Africa 

As I have said, this second half of the 


| subject deals with matters of life and 


mental duty within the proclaimed | death. It is very difficult to ascertain 


Earl Spencer. 
/ 
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what has happened, and that is one of! 


the reasons why I have ventured to put 
down categorically certain questions, in 


reply to which I hope his Majesty’s | 
(;overnment will give us full information. | 


But, as far as I can make out, a very 


large number of cases have been dealt 


with in the last year in Cape Colony—I 


speak of Cape Colony, because it is less’ 


known what has taken place _ in 
Natal. During the last ten months 
of 1901 there have been sent to execu- 
tion twenty-three British subjects ; 
to penal servitude with transporta- 
tion, eleven; to penal servitude for 
life, 126; to penal servitude for twenty 
years, nine ; and to penal servitude for 
ten years, seventeen—not to mention 
lesser sentences. That discloses a very 
serious state of things; and I want to 
know who have been the officers trying 
these cases, and whether the courts 
have followed the precedent 
quoted, the precedent laid down by the 
Acts of 1803 and 1833, and the regu- 
lations laid down by Lord Carnarvon in 
1867. I mentioned Natal; I am rather 


puzzled as to what has taken place there. , 


But I did notice a paragraph in the 
public Press on Natal to this effeet— 


“The Natal Treason Court completed its 
sittings today, having tried over 500 cases, 
the total number of Natal rebels being esti- 
mated at 800. The amount of fines imposed 
was upwards of £32,000, the highest individual 
fine inflicted being £5,000, and the longest 
term of imprisonment passed ten years. In 
future, cases of treason will be dealt with by 
court-martial.” 


I allude to this because it seems to me a 
great misfortune that the Treason Act 
which was passed in 1899 or 1900 by 
the Cape Colony has now lapsed. It 
was only passed tor a year. That estab- 
lished a legal tribunal, and it seems to 
mea great pity that that was not 
continued, and that trials do not take 
place in a more legal and better way 
than by the courts-martial which are 
now ruling in Cape Colony. But 1 
presume from the paragraph | have 
read that in Natal this tribunal is still 
sitting. 

| am afraid that | have trespassed 
too long on your Lordships’ time, but the 
subject is one of great importance, not 
only to Colonists in South Africa, but to 


every citizen of the United Kingdom and | 


to Colonists elsewhere than in South 
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Africa. We have here a lesson as to 
what martial law may be; and I repeat 
that while I do not for a moment say 
that His Majesty’s Government ought 
not to have created martial law and 
court-martials in South Africa, I do 
think it is of the utmost importance, for 
the high constitutional privileges which 
we have to maintain, that when martial 
law is established proper and clear 
reasons for it should be given in Parlia- 
ment. If we look specially to South 
Africa I cannot help thinking that the 


enormous, the gigantic difficulties which 


I am afraid must present themselves 
after the war is over and we are 
resettling the country, not only in the 
new Colonies, but in Natal and the Cape, 
I cannot help thinking that these 
difficulties may be increased by what I 
am afraid in many cases must—it could 
hardly have been avoided — have 
been the harsh administration of these 
courts-martial. I therefore think it is 
important that this subject should be 
ventilated, particularly with a view, if 
possible, of knowing whether proper 
regulations have been made as to the 
administration of the law; and if they 
have not been made, then of pressing on 


His Majesty’s Government the necessity 


of promptly making those regulations. 


Moved, That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for papers 
referring to the exercise of martial law 
by the officers of His Majesty’s Military 
Forces in Cape Colony or in Natal over 
civilian subjects of His Majesty, in- 
cluding returns of— 

1. The number of cases of civilian 
subjects of His Majesty tried by 
courts-martial in the Cape 
Colony and Natal. 

. The number of members consti- 
tuting each court, with their 
military rank, and stating what 
number (if any) were civilians. 

3. The places where the courts sat. 

4. The sentences passed by the 

courts. 

5. Any alterations of the sentences 

made by the Executive. 

(The Earl Spencer.) 


bo 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, I 
desire to associate myself with the 
Motion of the noble Earl, upon which, 
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happily, no question of the war and! life and liberty is increased from some- 
no question as to the mode in which | _thing like a risk to something like a 


military operations are being conducted | 
can arise. 
to the character and application of 
martial law to British subjects at the 
Cape. I distinguish that from military 
law, because where persons are subject 


I shall limit myself strictly | 


to military law they voluntarily give up | 


a great many of their rights as citizens. 
Martial law may be imposed by legis- 
lative enactment, and if it is, it is by 
that enactment that it gets its legal 
sanction, but the Constitution of the 
Cape is at present suspended, and 
martial law is being applied by the 
mere fiat of the Executive. As such it 
is unknown to the Constitution, and is, 
in fact, a state of no-law. 
hibited by all the great statutes which 
preserve English liberty; it is pro- 
hibited by Magna Charta, by the 
Petition of Right, and by the Act of 
Settlement. 
Army Annual Act, in which the im- 
position of martial law upon civilians is 
expressly prohibited — prohibited, it is 
true, in time of peace. Martial Jaw is 
the supercession or abrogation of the 
ordinary criminal and civil jurisdiction. 
It is a violation of the Constitution. 
Under it, persons may be apprehended 
without warrant ; they may be arrested 
without any charge being preferred 
against them; they may be kept in 
prison for an indefinite time without 
being tried ; they may be deprived of the 
right of trial by jury or trial before a 
civil magistrate; they may ask in vain 
even for legal assistance, or for the pro- 
tection of the laws of evidence ; they may 
have their homes searched, their property 
confiscated, and their lives taken. No 
wonder it is a violation of the Con- 
stitution, for it is the embodiment of 
pure force, the imposition of the mere 
will or whim of the military officer, 
and it is a denial to the subject of every 
civil right and remedy. It is a tremen- 
dous power to put into the hands of any 
human agency, even if it were applied 


certainty. 


How, then, does this law come 
into being? It comes into force only by 
necessity to take the place of the ordinary 
law when the King’s Writ cannot run, 
and when the ordinary law is ineffica- 
cious. Then, and then only, does the 


_ necessity arise, which is the only justifi- 


' this 


cation for the imposition of martial law. 
We have had three great rebel ions in 
country since the well-known 


‘definition of martial law by our great 


It is pro-' 


Every year we pass the' 


authorities. We had the Monmouth 
rebellion in 1695, and the two Jacobite 
risings in 1715 and 1745, but no attempt 
was made on any one of these occasions to 
deliver over the rebels for trial by martial 
law. In 1780, at the time of the Lord 
George Gordon riots, when London was 
given over to sacking and pillage, the mere 
rumour that the criminals were to be tried 
by martial law produced an indignant 
remonstrance on the part of the Execu- 
tive of the day and the Proclamation 
declaring that the persons inculpated 
would be tried by the ordinary law of the 
land. At the time of the Irish rebellion, 
the superiority of the civil law was 
asserted by the Chief Justice of Ireland. 
In 1824 Sir James Mackintosh, a high 
authority, used these words— 


“The only principle on which the law of 
England tolerates what is called martial law 
is necessity; its introduction can only be 
justified by necessity. When foreign invasion 
or civil war renders it impossible for the Courts 
of Law to sit or to ca the execution of 
their judgments, it becomes necessary to find 
some rude substitute for them. Assoonas the 
law can act, every other mode of punishing a 
supposed crime is in itself an enormous crime. 


In the year 1838 the Law Officers of the 
day—afterwards Lord Campbell and Lord 
Cranworth—; ve this advice to the 
Government— 


“When the regular courts are open so that 
criminals might be delivered over to them to 


| be dealt with according to law, there ix not, as 


in the most peaceful times and by the 


most judicial and experienced men. But 
applied in times of public excitement 
by men of one party to men of another, 
applied by men of one race to men of 
another race, and applied by men not 


} 


judicial and experienced, the danger to | 


Lord Coleridge. 


we can see, any right in the Crow nto adopt 
any other course of “procedure.” 


In 1861 that doctrine was emphasised by 
Chief Justice Taney, of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, acting on legal 
precedent. In 1867 Lord Chief Justice 
Cockburn, Lord Blackburn, and others 
were of the same opinion; and only a 
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few days ago Chief Baron Palles, in Ire- 
land, said— 

“He could not take upon himself the respon- 
sibility of laying down such a law as that, if 
there was a rebellion in any part of the country, 
whole — of the country was to 

be subjected to the licence of officers and the 
forces of the Crown. It might bedone, but, if 
so, it would be done by some court of which 
he did not form a part.’ 


Assuming that I am correct in saying 
that martial law arises from necessity, 
and necessity only, the test of necessity is 
whether the ordinary law is efficacious. 
What has been done atthe Cape? Mar- 
tial law has been proclaimed throughout 
the whole of Cape Colony. No lawyer in 
or out of this House will suggest that that 
proclamation carries with it any legal 
sanction. The foreign idea of a state 
of siege is happily unknown to our Con- 
stitution. To declare otherwise would 
give the Executive power at will to sus- 
pend at once all civil liberty. As I say, 
martial law has been proclaimed through- 
out the whole of Cape Colony. It has 
been proclaimed over vast districts where 
no rebellion has ever taken place, where 
no shot has ever been fired, where no 
military operation has ever been con- 
ducted, and, moreover, where the courts 
have been regularly sitting and enfore- 
ing the ordinary law of the land. 
Civilians have been snatched away from 
the jurisdiction of the ordinary courts, 
imprisoned without trial, or tried before 
courts-martial. At Kimberley and at 
Oudtshoorn, Supreme Court judges were 
sitting at Assizes, and military officers 
were sittin, at courts-martial at the 
same time and in the same place. The 
Civil Courts are powerless where the 
military authorities illegally defy them. 
i would cite the case of a doctor who 
was arrested on August 27 by an order 
of the Commandant. He was carried 
off to Malmesbury and imprisoned for 
three weeks without any charge being 
preferred. On September 18 he was 
charged with a breach of a martial law 
regulation, no evidence being given 
against him. At that time the Circuit 
Court was sitting at Malmesbury, and 
Chief Justice Buchanan, in answer to 
an application for his habeas corpus, 
ordered him to be 1eleased. But the 
instant he was released he was re-arrested 
by the military authorities and hustled 


off elsewhere, and for aught I know this | 
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doctor may be under arrest still. It may 


be said that that is a proof that the 


ordinary tribunals cannot enforce their 
orders, that the law is, in fact, in abeyance, 


_and that thenecessary requisites of martial 


law prevail. But the military authori- 
ties cannot be allowed to plead their own 
high-handed action as a proof that the 


‘ordinary law is suspended. Our fore- 
fathers took a very serious view of these 
things, because in the reign of 


Charles IL, by an Act of 1679, 
any person re-committing to prison any- 
one who was released on his habeas corpus, 
rendered himself liable to a fine of at 
least £500 to the man whom he had de- 
prived of his liberty. During last year 
the Supreme Courts were sitting regu- 
larly at Cape Town, Kimberley, and 
Grahamstown, and there have been no 
substantial commandoes in the whole of 
Cape Colony since February 1901. 

‘he noble Earl has referred to some 
wise, humane, and, I think, legal regula- 
tions issued by Lord Carnarvon in 1867. 
Those regulations were alluded to by Sir 
M. Hicks Beach in 1878, and were re- 
commended by him in a Circular to all 
the Governors of the Colonies. They 
come, therefore, with the sanction, pre- 
sumably, in the first instance of the Law 
Officers of the Crown, and, secondly, of 
two successive Secretaries of State for 
the Colonies. What do those regulations 
enjoin? Three points stand out clearly. 
In the first place, it is laid down that 
nothing short of unavoidable necessity 
should justify the infliction of capital 
punishment on the authority of only 
three officers. That regulation, I believe, 
has been generally disregarded. In the 
second place, they recommend that care 
should be taken to afford persons every 
reasonable facility of making their de- 
fence. But over and over again pris- 
oners have been refused leave by the 
military authorities to consult their 
legal advisers. Thirdly, the regula 
tions laid down that as the  sen- 
tences of a court-martial may not 
avail beyond the term of martial law, 
no sentences of imprisonment or penal 
servitude beyond that term should be 
awarded. The noble Earl has recapitu- 
lated the terrible list of executions and 
sentences of penal servitude for life, and 
for other various terms. I would ask the 
Government whether these regulations 
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have been shown to the authorities at the 
Cape, and, if not, why not? If they 


have, why have they been neglected ? | 


When I reflect on the excitement of 
public feeling, the non-judicial and in- 
experienced character of the tribunal, the 
frequent refusal to allow prisoners legal 
assistance, the difficulty of obtaining 
witnesses for the defence, the difficulty 
of language, the unreliability of native 
testimony—when I reflect on these things 
I am perforce filled with grave misgivings 
as to the justice of many of the sentences. 
It may be said that a Bill of Indemnity 
may give legal sanction to these sentences, 
but, if so, what is the precedent? All 


Bills of Indemnity that have ever been | et venerabile nomen, by her personality and 


passed have only indemnified the authors 
of the sentences from legal action at the 
hands of those whom they have sentenced ; 
never has an Act of Parliament sanctioned 
any sentence of a court-martial which 
has endured beyond the period of martial 
law. If your Lordships are to sanction 
these sentences, you will have to do it 
by Act of Parliament, and you will be 
setting a bad precedent in English history. 
When martial law is over, by the law of 
England every prisoner under martial 
law is entitled to be instantly released. 
To justify detention there must be legis- 
lative enactments, which shall sanction 
the sentences that have been passed. 
Then why permit these sentences to be 
imposed? I know you cannot bring the 
dead to life, but you can, at any rate, 
refrain from approving of sentences 
which, if you follow legal precedent, 
can never ultimately be carried into legal 
effect. In July last ten men, all under 
thirty years of age, were sent for penal 
servitude for life to Bermuda. 1 ask 
whatever noble Lerd it is who will 
reply to this Motion a question which 
I hope he will answer. By what 
legal justification do the authorities 
at Bermuda detain any one of those 
prisoners fora single hour? I hope the 
noble Lord will not forget that question, 
and will give me such answer as he is 
instructed to give. We have sent men 
under sentence of death from the place 
where they were condemned to be 
executed in districts where their relatives 
and friends live. The only precedent I 
ean find in English history for such 
conduct is the precedent of Judge Jeffreys 
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}that is not a precedent which His 
Majesty’s Government are anxious to. 


follow. 


But the worst remains. We have 


_ordered the friends and relatives and 
compatriots of the condemned men to. 


attend their dying moments. Will any 
noble Lord in this House get up and 
justify that, or recommend a repetition 
of such conduct? I trust for the honour 
of this House that no noble Lord will 
respond to that appeal. On one occasion, 
at one of these compulsory attendences, 


‘the Commandant stepped forward and 


thought it decent to call for three cheers 
for the King. Our late Queen, ¢lwrum 


character, was justly beloved by her 
Dutch subjects in South Africa. Do 
you think that this is the way to endear 
the King to the hearts of his Dutch sub- 
jects? It is said, ‘Oh, but these men 
are disloyal.’’ Disloyal to what? What 
is loyalty ? Loyalty is respect tor, and 
obedience to, the law. You have no 
right to call men disloyal when you have 
taken away from them the object of 
their veneration. We call ourselves loyal. 
Let us then be scrupulous in our obser- 
vance of the law. Let us obey the 
wisdom, the humanity, and the legality 
of Lord Carnarvon’s regulations. Let us 
remove from those districts where the 
law holds supreme sway the iron and 
capricious hand of martial law. Re- 
member the character of the race with 
which you have to deal. They are a 


race large, slow, still; a race easy to 


manage, difficult to rouse, but when 
once roused indomitable, and not to 
be appeased. Jt may be too late; I 
hope it is not. But if you follow the 
policy which I have indicated, you will, 
at any rate, do more to quell disaffection 
than can be done by all the harrying 
under martial law, all the fines and 
imprisonment, all the hangings and 
shootings, all the marches and counter 
marches of innumerable troop: over the 
broad face of Cape Colony. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, | had 
not intended to intervene so early in 
this debate, but the speech that has 


| just been delivered seems to me to call 
for a reply at once. 


I cannot help dis- 


at the Bloody Assizes, and I trust that | tinguishing very much that speech from 


Lord Coleridge. 
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this debate. The noble Earl, as I think, 
very temperately and with great modera- 
tion, asked a certain number of questions, 
and I think I may say at once that if he 
had confined his interrogatories to the 
questions arising under sentences of 
death or penal servitude, the Government 
would have been glad to assist him by 
making a Return on the subject. I may 
say that in a very recent period indeed a 
large number of documents, many of 
them, no doubt, of the nature the noble 
Earl asked for, has been received at the 
War Office. The weight of them is, I 
think, half a hundredweight, and they 
certainly have not, as yet, been either 
perused or formulated. Before I say a 
word or two as to the form of the Return 
he has asked for, I should be very glad 
indeed to reply to the somewhat violent 
invective of the noble Lord who has just 
sat down. I do not know where the 
noble Lord obtains his facts. He has 
stated a great many things for which he 
appears to me to be the only authority. 
He has stated, for instance, that martial 
law has been proclaimed in districts where 
there has never been a shot fired. What 
are the districts ? What is the authority 
for that statement ? I have heard none 
quoted, and I should very much like to 
know what is his authority for that 
statement. I may say at once, apart 
from the question of what martial law is, 
that no proclamation of martial law has 
been made in any part of the Cape 
Colony without the full assent of the 
responsible Ministers there. It is not a 
question arising by the direction of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, as it 
was in Lord Carnarvon’s case, to the 
Crown Colonies. Here we are dealing 
with constitutional Colonies who have a 
constitution of their own ; and, so far as 
that matter is concerned, the whole of 
what has been done has been done with 
the full assent of the responsible Ministers 
of the Crown in Cape Colony. What 
authority the noble Lord has for making 
these statements I do not know. I do 
know he has made no response to my 
interrogatory, 

I will not revert for a moment to what 
martial law is. I have no complaint to 
make of what the noble Earl who began 
the discussion quoted from Mr. John 
Stuart Mill, with one exception. I do 
not think he was a legal authority, and 
he was not a very impartial authority, in 
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the particular case in which he was en- 
gaged, being one of the prosecutors of 
Governor Eyre and forming what is 
certainly a novelty in our jurisprudence 
—a combination to prosecute a particular 
man. He was one of what was called the 
Jamaica Committee. 


Ear, SPENCER: I rather think the 
noble and learned Lord is not correct. I 
quoted from a speech made in the House 
of Commons in a case where martial law 
was going to be applied to Ireland. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: What 
Mr. John Stuart Mill was referring to was 
Governor Eyre’s case and what had been 
done in Jamaica. I repeat what I said— 
that Mr. Mill was one of the Jamaica 
Committee engaged in a combined attack 
upon an individual in respect of his con- 
duct as Governor of a colony, conduct 
which I think | may say parenthetically, 
saved from cruel outrage and utter de- 
struction the white inhabitants of that 
colony. I do not quarrel with what Mr. 
Mill said on that subject, with one ex- 
ception. He said it must be divided 
under two heads—suppression and 
punishment—and that punishment had 
no part in it. That | think was errone- 
ous, although, perhaps, in referring to 
what Mr. Mill had no doubt in his mind, 
it was not so inaccurate as it might seem, 
Of course it is absolutely inaccurate to 
say that you cannot punish by way of 
suppression, and to say that punishment 
is to be severed from suppression is 
ridiculous. The object of punishment 
may be suppression or to prevent the 
repetition of offences, which but for that 
punishment would continue. But with 
respect to the precedents quoted by the 
noble Lord, it was assumed that the war 
or rebellion, whichever it might be, was 
over. When you are talking of some- 
thing which was done after the complete 
suppression of the rebellion or after the 
cessation of war, it is one thing, but when 
you apply that to the present condition 
of things, that is another thing. 

I want to know, will any noble Lord tell. 
me whether we are at war ornot? | am 
aware that one noble Lord has been good 
enough to suggest that my words, 
“there is a sort of war,” require exposi- 
tion. I have a word or twoto say to him 
presently. With reference to the immediate. 
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‘question, I want to know what is 
‘the state of things at present. Are 
we at war, or are we not? If we 
are at war, what is the meaning of all 
this grand rhetoric about the violation 
of the Constitution ? 
meaning of that phrase, if we are 
actually at war at this moment? What 
is the meaning of all these high-sound- 
‘ing fervid phrases about the violation of 
the right to be tried by a jury and the 
right to be brought before the regular 
tribunals? The real English of the 
matter is that if you are at war there is 
and there can be 
liberty at all. You are under the hand 
-of the Commander-in-Chief, whoever he 
may be. That may be a very grave 


reason for preventing, if you can, war 


from taking place at all; but, if your 
enemy chooses to invade your colonies, 
I am afraid you must have war in your 
colonies as well as in the place where he 
has started. I would ask whether it is 
historically a fact that Cape Colony was 


invaded; whether it is a fact that an’ 


ultimatum was delivered —all these 
‘things appear to have passed from the 
minds of certain noble Lords—in October, 
1899 ; whether an organised force then 
invaded what were then Her Majesty's 
dominions, and whether at the present 
time there is a force in arms which, 
both as against Cape Colony and His 
Majesty’s forces, is waging war or not ? 
Certainly, in the face of the unhappy 
disaster which happened not so long ago, 
it is, I will not say a little amusing—it 
‘is too serious—but it is a little ridiculous 
to hear this question raised of the pro- 
priety or impropriety of having the 
existence of a military authority in the 


country. Sas 


Now, just one word about the ex- 
tent and degree to which this military 
necessity exists. In the first place, I 
-entirely differ from the noble Lord who 
has last addressed us about his view of 
the law and constitution. He is good 
-enough to suggest that I should be 
instructed to give an answer. 
be glad to receive instruction from him 
or anybody else. I doubt very much 


whether he is competent to give me in- | 


struction. I understand the constitu- 


tion of this country recognises as part | 


of the constitution the necessity of the 
suppression of violence or war in what- 


The Eari of Halsbury. 
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ever form it may be; and, as a matter 
of fact, when war arises or violence 

, takes place it is not only lawful, but the 

| absolute duty of the proper authorities, 

| with the Crown at their head, to pro- 
claim the necessity and to enforce the 
| necessity of preserving law and order. 
| As the noble Lord wishes for instruction, 

I should like to read what one of the 
most learned judges said on that 

subject— 

“1t is manifest, however, that there may be 

occasions in which the necessity of the case 
demands pores and speedy action for the 
| maintenance of law and order at whatever 
risk, and where the Governor may be com- 
| pelled, unless he shrinks from the discharge 
| of paramount duty, to exercise de facto powers 
| which the Legislature would assuredly have 
| confided in him if the emergency could have 
been foreseen, trusting that whatever he has 
honestly done for the safety of the State will 
be ratified by an Act of indemnity and 
oblivion. There may not be time to appeal 
to the Legislature tor special powers. The 
Governor may have, upon his own responsi- 
bility, acting upon the best advice and in- 
formation he can procure at the moment, to 
arm loyal subjects, to seize or secure arms, to 
intercept munitions of war, to cut off com- 
munications between the disaffected, to detain 
suspected persons, and even to meet armed 
forces in the open field. If he hesitates, the 
opportunity may be lost of checking the first 
outbreak of insurrection, while by vigorous 
action the consequences of allowing the in- 
surgents to take the field in force may be 
averted. In resorting to strong measures he 
may have saved life and property out of all 
proportion to the mistakes he may honestly 
commit under information which turns out to 
have been erroneous or treacherous.” 


We have to recognise the fact that we 
-are dealing with an actual state of war 
—a proposition which the noble Lord 
who last addressed us has entirely put 
out of his mind—an actual state in 
. which our colony has been invaded by 
the enemy, and in which the necessity 
of the proclamation of martial law has 
been recognised even by the noble Lord 
who objected to my phrase, because I 
observe that Lord Rosebery’s complaint 
against the Government was that they 
did not proclaim martial law long 
before. That was his complaint: and 
I am quite prepared to admit that a 
great deal more might be said on that 
subject, because no doubt the pro 
_longation of the war has been in great 
measure due to information given 
by disloyal subjects, and to munitions 
and imported arms brought in in various 
parts of the colony; andI am not pre 
' pared to say that it would not have been 
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better if the assent of the constitutional ; subjects of this character has been a 


officers of the colony to the proclamation | 


discussion whether or not there has been 


of martial law had been obtained at an | a state sufficient to justify the application 
earlier period. But we are now dis-|of martial law. It is novel to me to 


cussing something in the abstract ;| 
because, if it is once admitted that war | 
exists, I do not think there is the small- | 
est doubt in the opinion of any lawyer 
whatever of the propriety of using | 
armed force, and of the absolute disloca- | 
tion of society to such a degree as to 
prevent the ordinary course of law being | 
followed. 

| think that there is some mis- 
apprehension as to the old test of the 
courts being open. There is no doubt 
that phrases of that sort may be quoted | 
from ancient books ; but it seeems to be | 
forgotten that those who are in charge | 
of the whole safety of the colony or 
country may think it right to administer | 
martial law by the assistance of the 
ordinary tribunals. The Duke of Well-: 
ington did it in Spain, and in this 
House he took credit to himself for 
having done so. He said that in the 
first instance the local tribunals were led | 
away, but when they found he was 
disposed to recognise them and claim 
their assistance, he was then able to 
administer the law, such as was necessary 
at the time to be administered by the 
local tribunal. And so here, where you 
are dealing with what I now call statut- 
able courts, which is the case quoted by 
the noble Lord, you are administering 
not martial law at all—you are adminis» 
tering statutable law, which has been 
enacted for the occasion. But where 
you are left without legislation—and, as 
I say, the state of things in the Cape | 
Colony or Natal was such as to prevent | 
the possibility of legislation on the. 
subject—you are remitted to that which 
I quite admit is the test of all—namely, 
the necessity of the case. And, although 
every Governor may be subject to be 
proceeded against afterwards for any- | 
thing which has been done which was 
irregular, on the other hand, if he) 
neglects his duty, he may be made the | 
subject of indictment. In the great | 
Bristol riots of 1833 the Mayor of Bristol | 
Was actually indicted because he did not | 
interfere with sufficient promptitude and | 
firmness to suppress the outbreak that | 
was then going on. A great deal of the | 
discussion which has taken place on| 





| one of fact—whether war is there. 


| cised 


hear this discussion when there is, no 
doubt, actual war prevailing in the 
district. The discussion has always been 
But 
if war is there, the consequence follows 
as a matter of course that you cannot 
pretend that the ordinary constitution 
or laws exist ; and you must be remitted 
to the Commander-in-Chief. 


Now, my Lords, I said that 1 would 
say a word to the noble Lord who criti- 
me; and I think I have rather 
anticipated what I have to say. I 
do not hesitate now to avow and to 
adopt the language which I used. But 
the noble Lord, I think, did not, perhaps, 
quite do me justice. I am not very 
much in the habit of saying | am not 
prepared to speak; I never expected 
to speak this afternoon until | came 
here, but I did go to Sheffield, and 
I did intend to speak. But, as a 
matter of fact, the particular passage 
which the noble Lord criticised was in 
reply to a speech of Mr. Asquith’s which 
I read in the train. I do not put this 
ad misericordiam, that I spoke hastily. | 
did not speak hastily, and what | said I 
believe to be accurate. But what was I 
dealing with? I was dealing with the 
supposed fact that the British Commander 
and the English Government had sug- 
gested that the war was over at a par- 
ticular date ; and | said, and | repeat, that 
in ordinary circumstances, where the 
capitals of the country are in the hands 
of the enemy, when your lines of com- 
munication are in the hands of the enemy, 
and you dare not meet in the open field 
and fight a battle, but run skulking 


behind hedges, in caves, and rocks, and 


mountains—then I say it is a “sort of 
war ” that is going on ; that itis not a war 
in the ordinary sense in which nation 
fights against nation. I think | am 
justified, not only by the facts to which I 
have referred, but by the fact that the 
Boers themselves so far recognise this 
that a considerable body of them are 
fighting against their own countrymen 
in order to put an end to that which, 
although it is ‘‘a sort of war,” is a 
wanton destruction of human life, 
which can give no benefit to them 
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the sort of war of which I was speaking. 
If the noble Earl is filled with contempt 
for me, I am very glad to find I am in 
good company ; for I find my noble friend 
at the head of the Government is also—I 
will not say dismissed, but his Majesty 
may no longer require his or my services 
by reason of the view the noble Ear! takes 
of our respective behaviour. It is very 
nice of him to re-arrange the Cabinet. I 
confess I should have thought that just 
at present, or even then, he had quite 
enough to do to arrange his own Cabinet. 


THe Eart oF ROSEBERY: Will 
the noble Lord quote where I urged his 
dismissal and that of the Prime Minister ? 


THe Ear. or HALSBURY: I 
thought it very likely the noble Lord 
would like to hear his speech again, 
and I have it with me. He said— 

“T cenfess that when I read the-e speeches 
of the Prime Minister and the Lord Chancellor 
I began to think the Government wanted a 
little new blood. ‘Oh, yes,’ you will say, ‘they 
had new blood last year.’ But did they’? It 
was old blood ; it was anything but new blood.” 
Does the noble Lord desire any more ? 

Well, | now come to what I think is an 
error which has been committed by the 
noble Earl who moved this Resolution. To 
begin with, 1 think we should recognise, 


what I think nobody appears to 
recognise, the magnitude of the task 


that is being performed by the armed 
forces of the Crown. It is all very well 
to talk of such things as the very wide 
area over which the operations are being 
transacted, but, when one comes to find 
what the noble Earl desires and what 
are the Returns he wants, I think it will 
be important to consider what it is that 
we are dealing with. If we are at war, 
as 1 have already said, and if it is a 
serious task for any Government to have 
to perform, let me ask the noble Earl, 
whose candour and courtesy [ am most 
anxious to recognise, whether what he 
has put down as his demand is a reason- 
able thing to do. We have had Motions 
on February 20th by Lord Carrington, 
on February 24th by Lord Tweedmouth, 
and on March 6th again by Lord Car- 
rington, ‘asking for various Returns as to 
contracts made by and on behalf of the 
War Office. On March 14th we had a 
Motion by Lord Ribblesdale as to the 


The Earl of Halshury. 


{LORDS} 


or to any other human being. That is} 
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purchase of horses; and now we have 
the present Motion. Now, I do ask, 
considering the task that is being 
performed by the War Office at home 
and its endeavours to bring the war to g 
conclusion, whether, if these Returns 
were ordered, it is possible to suggest 
anything more vexatious and more 
calculated to destroy that etticiency of 
which the Earl of Rosebery is a marked 
advocate than to prevent men from doing 
their duty because they have to make 
Returns. The Returns already granted 
weigh half a hundredweight, and I 
hesitate to say, if all the Returns asked 
for were ordered, what they would. 
weigh. It does seem to me that, 
although a great many of these matters 
ought, and must be, inquired into when 
the war is over, to insist on a Motion of 
this kind is to hint—or is calculated to 
produce the impression— that the 
Government are keeping something 
back ; and it is a course which is neither 
patriotic nor fair to this House. I do. 
not say that the noble Earl has the 
least idea of hampering His Majesty's 
Government. I am _ very far from 
suggesting such an idea, but I do say 
if your Lordships were to assent to this. 
or any of the other Motions to which I 
have referred, and of which this is only 
one part of the whole combination of 
attempts to extract something which 
could form the subject of attack on the 
Government, I can only say that there 
could be no more efficient assistance 
to those who are prolonging this useless 
war. These Motions are submitted 
night after night in the endeavour to 
discredit His Majesty's Government and 
to convince the Boers that there is 4 
large party in this country—as to which 
I beieve they are entirely wrong— 
anxious and desirous to assist them, and 
by doing which they are prolonging 
this wicked and useless war. 


Tne Eart or ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
I had no intention of intervening in this 
discussion ; indeed, ] was sunk in 4 
lethargy which sometimes overtakes 
Members even on the Ministerial Benches. 
But the noble and learned Earl has made 
so strong an appeal to my feelings that 
I should be more or less than human if 
I did not respond to him. The other 
night, I understand, the House of 
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atmosphere, to detect whether there are 


{17 Marcu 1902} 


Commons started an inquiry as to its | 
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“sort of war”—to a conclusion, and 
that, under these circumstances, to 


any poisonous microbes floating in it; | ask of those overburdened and harassed 
and if that investigation is pursued to/| Ministers for any Returns, or replies, or 
any great extent I would humbly sug- | any statements on any subjects relating 


gest that the Woolsack should be included. | 
The other night the Chairman of Com- | 
mittees, usually the most urbane and | 


genial of men, sat on the Woolsack, and 
he descended on the Opposition like a 
yolume of fire flowing down the sides of 
a voleano; and this evening, when we 


lucid and legal argument from the noble 


and learned Earl on the Woolsack, he | 
gets up, and, I think, with some want of | 
judicial equanimity, bangs about the, 


House and about the unfortunate car- 
cases of my two noble friends behind me 
in a way that made me seriously appre- 
hensive. 


The noble Earl on the Woolsack, 
determined on this occasion to be 
prepared, brought down the copy of the 
printed pamphlet which I had issued 
containing a report of my speech to which 
he objected, and from which he did not, 
I think, quote the passage he intended. 
The passage which he read only con- 
tained an imnocent jest as to the recon- 
stitution of the Government last year. 
I thought that he had rather meant to 
produce those passages which are more 
pertinent to his own speech at Sheffield. 
I was immensely gratified by the noble 
Ear!’s bringing that pamphlet down tothe 


House, because on the last occasion he | 


deigned to notice my existence it was in 
the heat of summer, when I was fearing 
for a moment he was on the brink of 
profanity. With some impetuousness of 
demeanour, and shaking his “ mailed 
fist,” he said he did not carea—— Here 
the noble Earl paused, and then, looking 
towards the right reverend Bench, he 
became calmer, and said he did not care 
a blank what I thought. I am glad he 
has got over that, and purchased a copy 
of my speech and read it with attention. 

The noble and learned Lord, I thought, 
a little contradicted himself in his recent 
utterances. He concluded with a perora- 
tion to which we are now becoming 
accustomed, and which, I think, has 
been circulated in a red box to the 
Cabinet, about the difficulties in which 
the Government are in carrying on 
this great war — he did not say this 


| behind hedges and in ditches. 


to the war, is unpatriotic, and displays 
qualities which I should be sorry to 
enumerate. What is the defence against 
the argument of my noble friend 
behind me? It is that we are in a state 
of war, and that in a state of war the 


| precedents my noble friend has quoted 
had some right to expect a calm and_ 


as applicable to martial law cannot be 
held to exist, and that war is a suspen- 
sion of all law, and that, therefore, 
under present circumstances, martial 
law is fully justified. I quit: agree with 
him, but what becomes of the speech at 
Sheffield, what becomes of this “ sort of 
war?” He said the Boers skulked 
I think 
that is doing them less than justice. 
He himself referred to the unfortunate 
occurrence of a few days ago, which 
certainly seems to point to the war 
being of a very genuine kind, waged by 
foes not altogether unworthy of our 
steel. Why does the noble and learned 
Lord come down and try to defend the 
expression “this sort of war,’ and en- 
deavour to stand on both legs at once? 
Either there is war, which justifies 
martial law, or else there is no war, and 
martial law is not justified. I ask the 
noble and learned Earl to consider that 
dilemma. He may say that there is a sort 
ot war going on. Are we to suppose that 
what is going on in South Africa is merely 
a sort of martial law which is applicable 
to the state of things? It appears to 
me that his present contention is just as 
well-founded as his past one was ill- 
founded. Let me say one word more as 
to the extraordinary attitude of the 
Government with regard to all these 
Motions. I cannot consider the ex- 
pletives of the noble Earl of the Wool- 
sack as a sufficient answer to the calm 
and reasoned speech of the noble Earl 


behind me. He has asked several 
questions, none of which have been 
answered. He has moved for some 


Papers which he knew he was not likely 
to get; but he might, at least, have 
expected that he would get a_ civil 
answer to his questions. We have had 
no answer, and I do not think it is 
treating my noble friend the Leader of 
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the Opposition, who has shown so much | duties. The noble and learned Earl on 
courage and ability, with discourtesy. | the Woolsack has told us that those 


Det we ase now Git thet wo are| Who support the Motion of my noble 


seriously hampering His Majesty’s| ; : 
Government in the conduct of the war; *° : " the circumstances qe = 
and we have had read out to us tonight | tial law continues to be administered jn 


: : bendy | Cape Colony and Natal, are destitute of 
of the various inquiries made | On : 
ae age tnd jew tenes eee a" the ciintes| patriotism. I must confess that that 


Moti de for inf ti b | does not terrify me, for I have no doubt 
Motions made for information by some j, my own conscience that it is not 


of my noble friends behind me. Are we | unpatriotic to call attention to the cir- 
in this prodigious war, or prodigious | which is admittedly a violation of Consti- 
sort of war, when we have a quarter of tutional rights, is being continued over a 
a million of men in the field, when the | large portion of the territory comprised 
information given us from the seat of in the King’s dominions. ‘There is no 
war is more limited, I believe, than in the , term which has been more abused than 


to understand that when we are engaged | cumstances under which a state of things,. 


case of any war that has ever taken place | that of martial law, and which has had’ 


on the face of the globe—are we really | a greater variety of meanings attached to 
to suppose that it is the duty of the jt. It has been described as military law, 
Opposition to remain absolutely silent, | under which all persons belongirg to His 
to ask no questions, and that, whatever | Majesty's military forces are subject. It 
scandals may appear to be produced by js not in that sense that I use the term. 
the Press or from other sources, we are Jt has also been used to describe the daty 
to be totally silent ? Why, then, what of every citizen to aid and assist the civil 
is the use of this House sitting! It has authority in putting down disturbances, 
no Bills to pass ; it has no measure before Again, it has been used to describe what 
it. If you wish to reduce the Opposition js claimed as the prerogacive of the 
to silence, if you tell them that they are Crown to supersede and suspend the 
unpatriotic if they speak, in however action of the ordinary courts, and to 
humble a voice —and even the noble and commit the administration of civil and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack acknow- criminal justice to military courts set 
ledges the courtesy and moderation of up by the Crown without any legislative 
my noble friend behind me—if when, in| authority. That is the sense in which 
however moderated and humble a voice, [ ghall use the term, and in which my 
they ask for information in matters noble friend below me used it in moving 
which, after all, concern every British the Motion now before the House. In 
subject they are told that they are that sense I think it will be seen that 
hampering the hands of the Government, the arguments of the noble and learned 
that they are preventing the Government Earl on the Woolsack have nothing to 
from prosecuting the = = the hy coed do with the esas before us. | atte 
and energy they would wish, anc that the full the passage which he quoted, but 
they are acting the part of bad citizens «|. } : 7 
apa 2 Ce Ee a er it is one thing to say that everybody is 
-such an argument as that seems to me wear il at : d rebeli: 

to strike at the very root of the existence 2°UN¢ In & Case Of invasion and rebellion 
of this House. If we are not to ask ‘assist the authorities in Frestorang the 
these questions, if we are to say nothing, King s authority, and a totally different 
if we are to remain in silence, why do not thing to say that, because there is, or 
we adjourn until a Bill comes up from has been, a state of war, persons are to 
the ether Home t be deprived of their constitutional rights 
under the existing law, and the whole 

jurisdiction of the courts handed over 
to military tribunals set up for the 
purpose. A state of siege is a recognised 
part of French Constitutional Law, and 
the French Code provides regulations as 


*Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I rise to 
address your :.ordships on this subject 
with some difficulty, because it is my 
duty to take part in the judicial business 


of your Lordships’ House, and in matters a 
coming before the Judicial Committee of to what can be done by the military 


the Privy Council, and I do not desire POW®TS and under what circumstances 

to express any opinion which may inter- 1 a state of siege. They may supersede 

fere with the proper performance of those the Civil Courts in their entirety, except 
The Earl of Rosebery. 


friend below me, asking for information, 
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so far as they choose to allow them to | 
exist. Those powers are given by Statute, , 
and are legally exercised by the great | 
military commanders when the occasion | 
arises. Many of the powers prescribed | 
in the French Code are the exact powers | 
which are now being exercised in South 
Africa, but the deportation of people | 
hundreds of miles away from their 
residence exceeds 
in the French 


anything contained | 
law regulating the, 
state of siege. We have no such law 
in this country. It is said that ours 
is an unwritten Constitution, and that 
such a power must reside in the 
Government er necessitate. On the 
other hand, there is a large amount 
of authority —of judges, statesmen, 
and other learned persons—that mar- 
tial law, in the only sense in which 
l am using it, is utterly unknown to 
the Constitution. I naturally desire | 
not to come into conflict unnecessarily 
on the floor of this House with the 
noble and learned Earl on the Wool- 
sack on a question of law. I shall 
therefore express no opinion on 
the somewhat abstract question as to 
whether the proclamation of martial | 
law, in case of necessity, is or is not | 


a common law prerogative of the 
Crown. But my noble and _ learned 
friend is surely wrong in assum- 


ing that everybody would admit that the 
power to set martial law in operation did 
reside in the Government. It seemed to 
me that he confused the power of the 
Crown to supersede the action of the 
ordinary law with the power which is 
undoubtedly vested in the Crown by 
common law, to call upon every citizen 
to aid in repressing rebellion. I was. 
rather struck by the passage which the | 
noble and learned Earl read, but he did | 
not tell us where the extract was taken | 
from. 


THe EarLt or HALSBURY: It was 
from the judgment of the Court of 


Exchequer Chamber in the case of 
Phillips v. Eyre. 


*Lorp DAVEY: Your Lordships, no 
doubt, observed that, in the passage 
quoted by the noble and learned Earl, 
the illegality of martial law was implied, 
because it is stated that in a case of! 
emergency it is the duty of officers of | 


417 Marcu 1902} 


| me. 


|my noble and learned friend. 


| dissented. | 


_ such 
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the Government to take upon themselves 
responsibility in the interest of the 
Commonwealth and of the public safety. 
trusting to the Legislature to ratify the 
Acts which they may do. The noble 
and learned Earl on the Woolsack said 
that there could be no Constitutional law 
in the case of war. But I should like to - 


| know why, because a certain portion 


of our territory has been invaded, and 
because there are disturbances in a 


|certain portion of our territory, either 


from invasion, riot, or rebellion, the 
Constitution is to be suspended all over 
that territory? It was not so in 1715 
or 1745. No doubt you are entitled 
to take adequate means for repress- 
ing disturbances, but why, I ask, 
is it a necessary consequence that the 
constitutional guarantees of the people, 
their ordinary rights as citizens, should 
be superseded, unless the disturbance is 
of such a character that the courts 


‘of law are paralysed and there is a 


necessity for the Government to try some 
other means, however rough, of supplying 
their place? It is only when the dis- 


/turbance is of that character, and the 


action of the ordinary courts is paralysed 
that, according to many authorities which 
might be quoted, the Government are 
called upon to provide such other means 
as they may have at hand, There was 
one observation in the speech of my noble 
and learned friend which rather surprised 
He said, I think, that martial law 
was established in Cape Colony, with the 
authority of the Colonial Government. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY: [ said it 
had been established with the hearty 
assent of the constitutional ministers of 
that Colony. 


*Lorp DAVEY: Then I misunderstood 
I under- 
stood him to argue from that, that 
martial law was not under the control of 
this Parliament. [The Lorp CHANCELLOR 
I take it to be beyond 
question that the Imperial Parliament 
has power to legislate for the Colonies, 
as well as for every part of His Majesty’s 
Dominions. It may be said, What were 
the Government to do if they thought 
exceptional and _ extraordinary 
powers necessary for the prosecution of 
the war, or were demanded by the State 
of Cape Colony, and if they thought the 
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resources at their command were not 
sufficient for the adequate maintenance 
of order? I think the answer is that 
they should have done what is suggested 
in the passage which the noble and 
learned Earl read from the judgment of 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber in the 
case of Phillips v. Eyre—they should have 
taken the first opportunity of coming to the 
Imperial Parliament and asking for the 
powers which they needed. They would 
then have had to lay before Parliament 
the circumstances which, in their opinion, 
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demanded the exercise of extraordinary | 


powers, and to state why the ordinary 
courts could not deal with cases which 
might come before them in the usual 
way. No doubt Parliament would 
have given the necessary powers, and, 
at the same time, regulations and 
conditions might have been . imposed 
which would have prevented any 
possible abuse of those powers, and 
have secured, as far as was possible 
under the circumstances, the personal 
rights of individuals. 


The information which filters through - 


from Cape Colony is very fragmentary 
and unreliable. At one time we are 
told that war is raging; at another 
time we are told that armed resist- 
ance within the limits of Cape Colony 
is confined to a few broken units in 
the mountainous regions in the North- 
Western portion of the Colony. The 
truth with regard to this is exactly 
what we want to ascertain. Is there, 
or is there not, such armed resistance 


going on at present in Cape Colony | 
and Natal as will justify the continual | 


suspension of the ordinary law? My 
noble friend Lord Spencer asks certain 
definite questions of the Government 
in his Motion. He has asked whether 
any regulations had been made with 
reference to the exercise of martial 


law in Cape Colony or in Natal over | 


civilian subjects of his Majesty. I 
have not heard any reply to that 
question. Surely it is not a great 


burden on any member of the Govern- 
ment to give a reply to that interro- 
gation, nor would it be a great burden, 
if such directions and regulations have 
been mae, to lay copies on the Table 
of the House. To my mind, there is 
no excuse for the refusal of the 
Government to answer this modest 
question. My noble friend next asked 


Lord Davey. 
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| Whether there is at present any 


\organised armed resistance to the 
| authority of His Majesty’s Government 
‘in the Colonies which would justify 
| the continued suspension of the action 
_of the ordinary Courts of Justice, or 
| cause any impediment to the resumption 
| by the Courts of their ordinary uris- 
diction. I have not heard any answer to 
that question. I am quite aware that the 
| noble and learned Earl on the Woolsacx 
has said in a general way that there is a 
| war going on. Of course there isa war 
going on, but if the noble and learned 
Earl thinks that, because a war is going 
on somewhere, suspension of Constitu- 
tional authorities is justified all over 
Cape Colony and Natal, I am bound to 
}say I do not agree with him I am 
awaie that there are some people who 
| think that these legal subtleties, as they 
call them, are unworthy of consideration, 
but I am not one of those who hold 
that opinion. I attach great importance 
to the Constitutional liberties of the people 
of this Empire, and i am one of those 
who think any infraction of those liberties 
is a matter of very serious moment. It 
|is a sorry reflection for many of us—per- 
haps I ought to say forall of us—that 
the first consequence of a war which 
we were told was undertaken in defence of 
| political liberty has been the suspension 
of the ordinary Constitutional liberties of 
His Majesty’s subjects in two of our most 
important Colonies. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ano LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Satis- 
'BURY): My Lords, I gather from what 
fell from the noble and learned Lord, 
although I did not hear all that he 
said, that he was. dissatisfied with 
the answer givento the noble Earl whom 
he follows, and that he thought we had 
not sufficien ly explained that which we 
ought to have explained. I do not fora 
moment admit that it is possible for us 
to explain every doubt that may come 
across the mind of the noble Earl oppo 
site. It is not possible for us to enter into 
the circumstances, which, no doubt, if 
we were able todo so, we should have 
great hope of using for the purpose of 
clearing up any ambiguities he might see. 
But it does not seem to me that it is 
necessary to meet with an absolute nega- 
tive all that has been said by the noble 
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Earl, though I doubt whether I shall be | that there is no such thing as martial 


much more successful in satisfying him. 
He asks His Majesty’s 
whether any special directions have been 
given, or any regulations have been 
made, with reference to the exercise of 
martial law by the officers of His Maj- 
esty’s military forces. Iam bound to say 
that a great many directions has been 
given, but whether they are special or 
not I have some difficulty in answering, 


and whether they are to be called regu- | 


lations or not is difficult to answer. I 
am bound to say that, such as they are, 


the subject-matter with which they are | 


concerned is of a kind which makes it 
quite impossible to lay them on the Table 
of the House. [am afraid that will not 
satisfy the noble Earl. I wish it would ; 
but he will see, if he considers that the 
whole object of suspending in any way 
the liberties of any persons in Cape 
Colony is that of making it more possible 
and more easy to suppress the efforts 
made by the King’s enemies against him, 
and to restore the ordinary course of 
peace and well-being in the colonies. 
But we cannot enter into the effect of 
any directions we have given to attain 
that desirable end without also entering 
into the causes for which martial law is 
necessary; and I think the noble Lord 
will hardly ask us to be so simple as to 
tell everybody with whom we are con- 
cerned what the reason is that we im- 
posed certain impediments in their way. 


Ear. SPENCER: Might I ask this 
very simple question—Are Lord Car- 
narvon’s regulations in force ? r & 
“THe Marevess or SALISBURY: I 
really do not know. But those applied 
to Jamaica, and this applies to the Cape. 
There was a riot in Jamaica, but there 
was no civil war. This is a case of inva- 
sion and civil war. It is to the last 
degree improbable that the cireum- 
stances which Lord Carnarvon had to 
foresee and deal with are the same 
circumstances as those which the present 


Secretary for the Colonies had to foresee | 


and deal with. I sometimes regret very 


law. But there is a substitute for it— 


Government | the application of force when law will 
| not suffice. 
| Lord’s memory back to what happened 
/some forty years ago, I think he will 


If I may call the noble 


remember that then, in a_ friendly 
country, there was a great Civil War 
raging, and that then the enemies of 
the Government tried to use the exist- 
ing machinery, tried to use the Supreme 
Court and the processes of law, for the 
purpose of attaining the objects they had 
in view, and that that effort was resisted 
by the dominant party of the time, the 
Republican Party and the Government 
ot the United States, and the justifica- 
tion for resisting it was that the war 
power must be allowed its way. They 
did not talk of martial law; it is much 
more simple to talk of war power. The 
ordinary peaceable machinery by which 
our State is conducted had to be sus- 
pended; soldiers were in the field, battles 
were being fought, and the war power 
had to be acknowledged as supreme. It 
was acknowledged as supreme. We 
acknowledge it now as supreme in these 
colonies which are in this unhappy state 
of disturbance. We acknowledge it as 
supreme in order that we may be able to 
restore peace; but until that object is 
attained we shall not permit those who, 
however unwillingly, we think are fight- 
ing the battles of the enemy—we shall 
not permit them by examination or 
cross-examination to bring out any facts 
which may be injurious to the Govern- 
ment of the King and foster and 
favour the cause of the King’s enemies. 
That seems to me a far simpler, broader 
answer than any attempt to analyse 
authorities or quote decisions on 
previous cases. There have been no 
previous cases like this. We are thrown 
back on the rights which every Govern- 
ment has to defend its own existence ; 
and those rights now and in the future 
we shall confidently uphold. 


EarL SPENCER: 
right to a few words of reply. 


I think I have a 
First, 


much that the word martial law has | let me refer to what the noble Marquess 


been so much used. 


feet of the great legal pundits whom I | by 


li | may sit at the/| said as to the recommendations issued 


Lord Carnarvon. Those recom- 


see opposite, I think I understand that | mendations were not simply applied to 
it has no place in the Constitution what-| the case of Jamaica; they were sent, 
ever, that it is merely a fashion of speech, | as a circular, to all the coloniese—— 
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Tue Eart or HALSBURY: Crown | with penal servitude and death sentences, 


Colonies. 


EarL SPENCER: No. I have here a 
despatch from Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
addressed to Sir Bartle Frere, in which 
he reiers to this very circular addressed 
to Governors of colonies, and says it 
may possibly be of use to him in fram- 
ing instructions for the guidance of 
officers, and so on. I ask, is that 
circular still in existence to assist or 
direct the officers conducting courts- 
martial in South Africa? I am afraid, 
from what the noble Marquess says, 
that he will not answer me directly. 
Then the noble Marquess has not 
answered the rest of the question. Is 
there still so much armed resistance in 
Cape Colony as to justify the continu- 
ance of martial law ? 


THE Marqvugss oF SALISBURY: I 
did not think it necessary to assure 
the noble Earl that armed res stance was 
still going on in Cape Colo vy. I think I 
may leave that to him to find¥out. There 
is undoubtedly sufficient resistance going 
on to make the measures which have 
been taken by the Government measures 
of nezessity. 


Kari. SPENCER: Do I understand 
that, over the whole of this enormous 
distric', because there are still armed 
bodies in one part, it is still necessary to 
have courtsmartial ? As to the remain- 
der of iy question, after what fell from 
the noble and learned Earl on the 
Woolsack, I should certainly be disap- 
pointed if I did not get what I have 
asked for. What I ask for is very 
reasonable, and | cannot understand how 
it would not only upset the arrangements 
of the officers at home, but impede the 
vigorous prosecution of the war. The 
noble and learned Earl said I have asked 
Questions which involve tons and tons of 
Papers. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Half a hundredweight. 


Eart SPENCER: Iam not very often | 
guilty of exaggeration, and I apologise | 


for that one. But as the noble and 
learned Earl said that I should have 


confined the Return to cases connected | 


I think I may claim that that should be 
granted. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: What I 
said was that, if that had been the 
Motion, we should have been most happy 
to yield to it ; but unless the noble Earl 
amends his Motion altogether we cannot 
do so. 


THe MARQuess oF SALISBURY: Will 
the noble Earl bring the Motion up in an 
amended form another day ? 


Eart SPENCER: Why should we not 


take it now ? 


THe Margugess or SALISBURY : It is 
so delicate a matter. 


THe Marquessor RIPON : If that is 
done, noble Lords opposite will accuse us 
of raising this question continually. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: It 
shall be without prejudice ; we will accuse 
you of nothing. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


NEW BILL. 
MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [1.1] 
A Bill to amend the law relating to 
musical copyright was presented by 
the Lord Monkswell; read 1"; and to be 
printed. (No 34.) 


House adjourned at five minutes to 
Seven o’clock, till Tomorrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, \ith March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 
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IMPRISONMENT OF Mr. JOHN | 
O'DONNELL. 


(CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT (1887)—(ARREST AND 
IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER). 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the imprisonment of Mr. 
John O’ Donnell—- 


“ Athlone, 
On Circuit, 
15th March, 1902. 
“ Sir, 
| have the honour to inform you that I have 
this day sentenced Mr. John O'Donnell, a 
Member of the House of Commons for South 
Mayo, to imprisonment for two calendar 
months, as being a principal agent in an 
ulawful assembly, and have made him a 
nisdemeanant of the First Class. 
“T am, 
Your obedient servant, 
W. O’C. Morris, 
County Court Judge.” 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz. : 

Great Central Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (NO STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders | 
not previously inquired into are applic- | 
able, viz. :— | 

Central Argentine and Rosario Railway 

Bill [Lords]. 
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PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 

London United Tramways. 


Business. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (SOUTHPORT AND CHESHIRE 
LINES EXTENSION RAILWAY TRANS- 

FER) BILL, 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL, 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL, 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICKSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL, 
OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL, 
READING GAS BILL, 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISLONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to increase the nominal 
amount of the existing share capital of 
the Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit 
Company, Limited; and to convert the 
shares of the company into stock; and 
for other purposes.” [Liverpool Grain 
and ‘Transit Company Bill 
(Lords) ]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
for extending the time limited by the 
Birmingham Corporation Water Act, 
1892, for the construction of certain of 


‘the works authorised by the said Act, 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a) 
second time. 





and for amending certain provisions of 
the said Act, and for empowering the 
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Corporation of Birmingham to acquire 


Returns, 


additional lands for the purposes of the | 


said Act; and for other purposes.” 
[Birmingham Corporation Water Bill 
(Lords). } 

LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND 
TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [LORDS], 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL | LORDS}, 

Read the first time; and refered to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Oldham ; 
Bagillt ; Buckley ; Coedmoeth ; MeLaren 
(No. 1); Ebbw Vale; and Bedwellty 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION, 
Petitions for alteration of law: 
Waterhouse: and Colne (two) ; 
upon the Table. 


From 
to lie 


FRESH-WATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: 
(two): Edinburgh; 
lie upon the Table. 


From Paisley 
and Glasgow ; to 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Cinderford ; 
London; Bishop Auckland; Deal; and 
Barrow ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Rochester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Bower; 
Oldham; Buckley; Bagillt; Maerdy ; 
New Duffryn ; Tynewydd ; Plass ; Ebbw 
Vale; New Tredegar (No. 2) ; Bedwellty ; 
and Coedmoeth Collieries; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMEND. 


MENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Edinburgh 
(two) ; Glasgow (two) ; Paisley ; Biggar; 
Bettyhill; Dalkeith; Invergordon ; Hill 
of Fearn; Calton; Montrose ; Tarbert; 
Airdrie; Edinburgh ; and Orphir; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES 
Petitions for legislation: From Ap- 
struther Easter ; and Kilrenny ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petitions against establishment : From 
Stirling; Dundee; and Kilmarnock; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND CANAL 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
Banking, Railway, and Canal Statistics 
of Ireland for the half-year ending 31st 
December, 1901 | by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Return showing 
the expenditure from the Grant for 
Public Education in Scotland in the 
year 1901 upon Annual Grants to 
State-aided Schools; Statistics of Day 
Schools in receipt of Annual Grants 
under the Code, for the year ending 
3lst August, 1901; and Statistics of 
Evening Continuation Schools in receipt 
of Grant under the Evening Continua- 
tion School Code, for the year ending 
30th September, 1901 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (MEAT CONTRACTS). 

Copy presented, of Conditions of Con- 
tract with the Imperial Cold Storage 
and Supply Company, Limited, for 
Meat Supply to Troops in South Africa 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of further Papers 
relating to the Working of the Refugee 
Camps in South Africa [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 
CHINA (No. 1, 1902). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the affairs of China (in con- 
tinuation of China (No. 6, 1901) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2748 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House. 
BUILDING SOCIETIES. 
Copy of Seventh Annual Report by 
the Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies 
of the Proceedings of the Registrars 
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under the Building Societies Acts, 
ke. [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 
108 ] 


QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Lord Methuen’s 

ounted Troops. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the composi- 
tion of the mounted troops under Lord 
Methuen in the recent engagement. 


(3.35.) 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
fora): The mounted troops were com- 


posed as follows :—Major Paris’s Column, | 


whose composition was understood to be : 
Royal Field Artillery, Diamond Fields 
Artillery, Ashburner’s Light Horse, 


Denison’s Scouts, Diamond Fields Horse ; | 


to which were added the detachments, 
Cape Police, 5th Battalion Imperial 
Yeomanry, 86th Squadron 


Africa Police, Cullinan’s Horse. 


Captain NORTON: Is the House 
to understand that there were no Regular 
British cavalry with the force, and that 
these are the men who are receiving 5s. 
aday % 

CoLoneL WELBY (Taunton): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 


these mounted troops were armed with 
the sword or not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Any course pre- 
scribed by the General Officer command- 
ing in South Africa in regard to the 
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;arming of mounted troops will be 
| followed, but it, has been thought de- 
sirable to arm the mounted troops with 
| the rifle, and that has been done up to 
| the present time. 

| 
| South African Constabulary—Deficiency 
| of Horses. 

CaptaIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that during the past year a 
considerable portion of the South African 
| Constabulary has had _ its efficiency 
affected through want of horses, many 
/men having to march on foot; and can 

he state what proportion of this force is 
at present unmounted. 


Questions. 


} 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHaMBer- 
LAIN, Birmingham, W.): I consulted 
General Baden-Powell, the Inspector 
General of the South African Con- 


stabulary, on this point while he was on 

leave, and he informed me that he did 
not consider that the deficiency in 
horses impaired the efficiency of the 
force, a large proportion of which is at 
present employed in garrisoning block- 
houses. According to the last monthly 
slate received, the total number of all 
ranks was 9,316, and the total number 
of horses was 5,106—a rather higher 
proportion than when I discussed the 
matter with General Baden-Powell. 


Enteric Fever. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
} that when Lord Roberts was in command 
in South Africa, all cases of enteric fever 
among the troops, as well as_ those 
oceurring amongst civilians, were notified 
to the Health Office at Pretoria, and 
| that after the departure of Lord Roberts, 
| notification of cases amongst the soldiers 
| was stopped ; and what were the reasons 
| that led to the cessation of the system 
| of notification, which is recognised as an 
essential part of sanitary administration. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This notification 
was carried out for a brief period, but 
it was held that the notification of every 
case of enteric in a country where the 
disease is endemic was unnecessary, and 
that intercommunication of any outbreak 
of infectious diseases between the Health 
Officer and the Principal Medical Officer 
was sufficient. 
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Disease among the Troops—Special 

Sanitary Inquiry. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any special sanitary officers have been 
appointed to inquire into the origin and 
spread of enteric fever and other pre- 
ventable diseases among the troops in 
South Africa, to inspect the localities in 
which such diseases are most prevalent, 
and to advise with regard to their 
prevention. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir; special 
sanitary officers have been sent out. — 


Reduction of Horse Purchases in 1900. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state why orders were given to reduce 
or discontinue the purchase of horses in 
the autumn of 1900; what were the 
dates of those orders; what was the 
extent of the reduction or the time 
during which purchase was discontinued ; 
also the location of the remount establish- 
ments curtailed, and the extent to. which 
they were affected. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. Mem- 
ber kindly refer to the Paper on Remounts 
recently presented to the House, and 
tomy reply toa Question put on the 27th 
ultimo by the hon. Member for North 
Aberdeen,t to which I have nothing to 


add. 


Captain NORTON: I have investi- 
gated both of those documents, but can 
find in neither any answer to the 
Question I have put. 


Mr. BRODRICK : There is a complete 
answer. 


Registered Horses at Outbreak of the 
War. 

Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state how many horses were | 
registered when the war in South Africa 
broke out under a liability to be acquired 
at certain fixed prices for war purposes ; | 
what was the total amount of fees paid | 
to the owners of these horses; and how | 
many of these horses have been acquired | 


+ See (4) Debates, ciii., 1273. 
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by the Government for remount purposes 
in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number 
registered when the war broke out wag 
14,550, for each of which ten shillings 
was paid per annum. The number of 
registered horses purchased for service 
in South Africa was 6,350. 


Military Canteens. 

Mr. JOSEPH HOWARD (Middlesex, 
Tottenham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, having regard to the fact 
that a change in the Army canteen 
system is under consideration whereby 
the management will be taken out of the 
hands of sergeants, who have hitherto 
been responsible for the canteens and 
have had no profit upon the sale of 
liquor, and that instead thereof it is 
proposed to introduce the tenant system, 
under which the contract for the sale of 
intoxicants to soldiers in barracks would 
be let to brewing firms ; and, as the sale 
of intoxicants without the element of 
private profit is now being tried, whether 
he will arrange that if any change of the 
present system is necessary the future 
managers shall have no interest in the 
sale of intoxicants. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Srantey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : Command- 


ing officers are now enjoined not to 
employ brewers as tenants, and 


instructions already exist that in con- 
tracts for malt liquor to tenant canteens 
a stipulation is to be entered in the 
contract that the servants of the tenant 
receive no advantage direct or indirect 


from pushing the sale of liquor. The 
point to which the hon. Member refers 


will be brought especially to the notice of 
the Committee about to be assembled. 


Militia Recruiting in Ireland—Age 
limit. 


Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, is he 
aware that the practice prevails im 
Ireland of recruiting officers enlisting for 
the Militia forces boys of tender years 
without the consent and against the 
wishes of their parents ; and if he will 
be disposed to appoint some minimum 
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limit of age, of about eighteen years, 
below which no youths should be enrolled 
in the ranks of Militia. 


Lorp STANLEY: No such practice 
prevails. The minimum age for enlist- 
ment into the Muilitia is already fixed by 
regulation at seventeen years. 


Navy Rations—Condemned Salt Beef at 
Malta. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether his 
attention has been directed to the loss of 
asum of £376 Os. 4d., value of salt beef 
condemned at Malta, a.nd stated in the 
Navy Appropriation Account just issued 
to have been improperly cured, owing to 
inexperience on the part of those em- 
ployed on the work at Deptford. Victual- 
lng Yard in 1896; can he state what 
rate of wages the men who performed 
this work received; and why inex- 
perienced men were employed upon 
Government work of such a nature. 


*THe SECRETARY to THe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Anno tp - Forster, 
Belfast, W.): The matter referred to by 
the hon. and gallant Member was fully 
gone into a year ago by the Committee 
of Public Accounts, and the circumstances 
of the case will be found reported on 
page 38 of the published evidence. 
The curing of the beef in question was 
supervised by a practical butcher, receiv- 
ing 33s. a week, who before entering the 
yard had been employed in the outside 
trade. 
labourers in the work of cutting up, 
rubbing with salt, and placing the meat 
in the bins, and the labourers so employed 
received special allowances of eight- 
pence and sixpence a day in addition to 
their ordinary pay of 20s. a week. As 
regards the last part of the hon. and 
gallant Member’s Question, | must refer 
him to the evidence given before the 
Committee of Public Accounts. 


Subsidised Canadian Pacific Steamers. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can state for what 
services to the Admiralty the sum of 
£7,312 is annually paid by the’ Admiralty 
under the mail contract with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company for the 
conveyance of mails between Canada, 
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| Japan, and Hong Kong; and if he will 


give the names and amounts of subsidy, 
respectively, of any steamships subsidised 
in respect of the above payment. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
amount mentioned by the hon, Member 
is paid by the Admiralty under the 
agreement whereby five vessels of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company are 
held at the disposal of the Admiralty for 
service in time of war as armed cruisers. 
The subvention amounts to £3,250 a year 
less 25 per cent. in the case cf each of the 
following three vessels:—‘ Empress of 
India,” “Empress of China,” “ Empress 
of Japan.” ‘The two other vessels (the 
“ Tartar” and “ Athenian”) are held at 
the disposal of the Admiralty without 
subsidy. 


Cairo Fox Hunting Affair—Mr. Wilfrid 


Blunt's Memorial. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, whether the Foreign 
Office has received a letterormemorial from 
the Hon. Wilfrid Blunt correcting errors 
of fact in a Parliamentary Paper recently 
issued (Egypt, No. 3, 1901), and com- 
plaining of the irregularities of the pro- 
secution and imprisonment of his servants 
last summer in connection with the fox 
hunting affair near Cairo: and, if so, 
whether this letter, with the documents 
sent with it, will be circulated as a 
Supplement to the Papers already laid 
before Parliament previous to the 
discussion on the Foreign Office Vote. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): A letter of the 
purport described has been received from 
Mr. Wilfrid Blunt, and bas been referred 
to His Majesty's Agent and Consul 
General at Cairo for his observations. 
When Lord Cromer’s reply is received, 
the question whether there are sufficient 
grounds for the presentation of further 
Papers to Parliament in regard to this 
case will be considered. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
reply be received before the discussion 
on the Foreign Office Vote ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The Question 
should be addressed to my right hon, 
friend. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will 
repeat it later. 


Constantinople Disturbances of 1896. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that no reply has been returned to the 
petition of the British Chamber of 
Commerce at Constantinople, unanimously 
adopted in March last, praying His 
Majesty’s Government to settle the 
claims of the merchants of British 
nationality for the losses sustained by 
them during the disturbances of August, 
1896; and can he state what is the 
cause of the delay in settling claims 
which, five years ago, were admitted by 
the British ‘Ambassador to be equitable 
and just. 


Lord CRANBORNE: I am glad to 
say that arrangements have been made 
for the settlement of these claims; the 
claimants are now being paid. 


Crete—International Garrisons. 
Mr. STEVENSON : 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can say when he 
will lay upon the Table the Reports of 
Prince George of Greece, High Com- 
missioner of Crete, on the administra- 
tion of that island for 1899, 1900, and 
1901; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government, having regard to the 
tranquillity now prevailing throughout 
Crete, will propose to the other protect- 
ing Powers the desirability of with- 
drawing the international garrisons at 
Canea, Candia, and Retimo, and allowing 
the small military force required in the 
island to be drawn from the Greek 
Army, with the concurrence of His 
Majesty the King of the Hellenes. 


I beg to ask the 


LorD CRANBORNE: It would not 
be expedient at present to publish the 
communications which have passed 
between His Royal Highness and the 
Powers. His Majesty's Government 
are not prepared to propose the course 
suggested in the latter part of the 
Question, nor is it likely that the other 
Powers concerned would agree to it. 
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Bethesda Riots—Cost of Military Aid to 
the Civil Power. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether 
the cost of catering the troops sent 
last year to Bangor, in anticipation of 
disturbances at Bethesda, was an 
Imperial or local charge, and what the 
total cost amounted to. 


Lorp STANLEY: The cost has been 
borne by Army Votes. I am afraid 
that as the troops were billeted, it is 
not possible to differentiate clearly from 
the accounts what was the cost of the 
catering. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, as a result o 
the consideration given to the incidence 
of cost of military aid to the civil 
power, legislation will be introduced 
this session with a view to placing 
cost upon the local authorities 
of the districts for which military 
assistance may in future be asked. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Ritcwig, Croydon): A Bill is under 
consideration, and may, ! hope, be 
introduced shortly, which will deal 


with this question. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Line— 
omplaints. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the complaints which are con- 
stantly being made respecting the con- 
dition of the carriages and railway 
the London, Tilbury, and 
Southend line; and whether he will 
take steps to obtain reliable information 
respecting overcrowded trains, dirty 
railway carriages, and dirty waiting and 
retiring rooms, in order that he may be 
in a position to advise Parliament on 
the measures which should be adopted 
for dealing with these grievances. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BAxrour, Leeds, 
Central): I have received a copy of 4 


memorial in which allegations of the 
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nature referred to by the hon. Member | trader, to make inquiries into any specific 


are made, and a deputation recently 
brought to the notice of the Board of 
Trade complaints as to overcrowding on 
the railway in question, and as to the 
accommodation provided at one station, 
viz., East Ham. I understand the Rail- 
way Company do not admit the general 
accuracy of many of the statements con- 
tained in the Memoral. As to over- 
crowding, there is reason to believe that 
relief will he afforded when the White- 
chapel and Bow Railway is opened and 
preliminary notice of the approaching 
completion of that line has been given 
tothe Board of Trade. The Board have 
also received a plan of the works to be 
carried out at East Ham station, and 
have urged the Company to proceed with 
them as soon as possible. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would send an inspector 
to inquire into these complaints. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he had 
no power to do that. 


Great Eastern Railway —Preferential 
Goods Rates. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of ‘Trade whether he is aware that the 
preferential rates in favour of the foreign 
produce on the Great Eastern Railway 
are, for cabbages packed from Rotterdam 
to London, less sea freight, 5s. 10d. and 
from Harwich to London, 8s. 9d. ; and, 
seeing that the freights for carrots 
packed and for onions from Rotterdam 
to London and from Harwich to London 
are in similar proportions, whether he 
will take steps, by legislation or other- 
wise, to stop these differential charges 
against the British farmer. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir ; 


complaint lodged with them under 


Section 31 of the same Act. 


Masor RASCH: Will the right hon. 


‘Gentleman use his influence with his 


colleagues to get a Commission appointed 
to inquire into these differential rates ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The law 


provides a remedy. Specific complaints 
can be laid before the Board of Trade. 


Masor RASCH: That is what I have 
done. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, this 


is not a Specific complaint; it is a 
general statement. 
A further question by Mr. James 


Lowther (Kent, Thanet) was inaudible. 


Milk-Blended Butter. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, E.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether, 
ater he has fixed the percentage of 
water to be allowed in butter, it will 
still be allowable to sell milk-blended 
butter containing water above the stan- 


dard fixed by him. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. HaAnpury, Pres- 
ton): Besides being a hypothetical ques- 
tion, that is also a legal question, which, 
looking to the subtlety of legal decisions, 
I cannot answer. All I can say is that 
I shall draw up the new regulations as 
strictly as I can with a view to prevent 
such sale. 


Acquirement of Water Undertakings by 


Ihave no information showing that the | 


rates are as stated by 
gallant friend, and the Railway Company, 


my hon. and | 


with whom I have been in communica- | 
powering local authorities to acquire 


tion, deny that such rates are in force 
for foreign produce. Apart from the 
legal remedy in any proved case of 


differentiation against British producers | 


provided by the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888, the Board of Trade 


Local Authorities. 
Mr. GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of em- 


waterworks undertakings within their 
administrative areas, by agreement or 
arbitration, with the consent of the Local 
Government Board, without having 
recourse to the promotion of a Private 


are always willing, at the instance of a Bill. 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wat- 
TER Lone, Bristol, 8.): My hon. 
friend asked me a somewhat similar ques- 
tion last year.t 1 may point out that 
under the Public Health Act, 1875, local 
authorities can at present acquire water- 
works undertakings by agreement without 
recourse to a Private Bill. I should not 
be disposed to accept the suggestion that 
they should be empowered to acquire 
these undertakings compulsorily merely 
with the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Subsidised Mail Steamship Lines—The 
“ Etruria.” 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will state what con- 
ditions govern the relations of the Post 
Office and the subsidised mail steamship 
lines in regard to the treatment of the 
mails on disabled steamships whose _posi- 
tion is known ; and whether his official 
reports show that it was unavoidable that 
the heavy mail of the “ Etruria” should 
be slowly towed to the Azores. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- | 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : The Postmaster 
General's contracts with Mail Steamship 
Companies contain no conditions relating 
specifically to disabled steamships. The 
general conditions bearing upon breaches 
of contract and penalties for non-per- 
formance are applied according to the 
merits of each particular case. The Mail 
Service from New York to this country 
is provided by the United States Govern- 
ment ; and it was under arrangements 
with that Government and not the 
British that the “ Etruria” was carrying 
the mail referred to. The Postmaster 
General has no reason for thinking that 
the best course was not pursued in having 
the “ Etruria” towed to the Azores. 


Post Office Guide. 
Mr. MARTIN (Worcester, Droitwich) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he can arrange to add to the 
List of the Principal Streets, Localities, 
etc., in the London District, as published 


+ See (4) Debates, xciii., 60. 
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in the Post Office Guide, the city or muni- 
cipal borough in which these places 
are, as well as the postal district; and 
whether a letter addressed with the 
name of a street and metropolitan city 
or borough is accepted by the Post 
Office as sufficiently addressed without 
the addition of the letters of the postal 
district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
From a Post Office point of view, no 
useful purpose would be served by 
adopting the hon. Member's suggestion, 
A letter addressed with the name oi a 
street and metropolitan city or borough 
is not accepted as sufficiently addressed 
without the postal district initials. 


London to Australia Mail Services. 

Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he will state what is the approximate 
time occupied in course of post from 
London to Victoria (Australia) via Brin- 
disi, Naples, Vancouver, San Francisco 
by French packet and by German packet 
respectively. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The approximate course of post from 
London to Melbourne is thirty-two days 
by British Packet from Brindisi or 
Naples, thirty-eight days via Vancouver, 
thirty-five days via San Francisco, 
thirty-two days by French Packet, and 
thirty-eight days by German Packet. 


Vaccination Orders in Government 
Departments. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that on February 
19th a General Order was issued on 
behalf of the Board of Education, and 
signed by Sir William Abney, inviting 
the officers of the Department at South 
Kensington to submit themselves for 
vaccination and re-vaccination by the 
public vaccinator on the 25th and 26th 
February, and desiring those who did 
not wish to do so to send in their names 
to the heads of their sections ; whether 
| there has been issued since then a further 
| Minute, signed by Sir William Abney, 
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inviting officers who still remain un- 
willing to re-consider the matter before 
the Board proceed to decide what further 
steps shall be taken ; whether any similar 
action has been taken on the Elementary 
side at Whitehall, and in other Govern- 
ment Departments; whether the Order 
and Minute were issued by Sir William 
Abney, with the sanction of the Lord 
Presidert and Sir George Kekewich ; 
and, if so, under what powers, statutory 
or by regulation, any further steps to 
compel the officers to be vaccinated or 
re-vaccinated can be taken. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), (for 
Sir J. Gorst): Notices relating to the 
vaccination of persons in the employ of 
the Board of Education have, by the 
authority of the Board, beenissued both 
at Whitehall and South Kensington. 
Similar notices have, I am informed, 
been issued by other Government De- 
partments. No person can be compelled 
by the Board of Education to be vac- 
cinated or re-vaccinated. 


Roscommon Licensing Sessions. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the licensing sessions for 
the county of Roscommon are held in the 
town of Athlone, which is outside the 
county altogether; and, having regard to 
the unsuitability of this arrangement for 
the applicants for licences, magistrates, 
police, and others living in Roscommon, 
he will take steps to have the licensing 
sessions for this county held in future at 
some suitable place within its own limits. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
regulation of districts for the purpose of 
transacting licensing and other business 
determinable at Courts of Quarter 
Sessions is vested in the Privy Council. 
Any representations that may be made 
in favour of an alteration in the existing 
arrangement under which such business, 
from Roscommon, is transacted at 
Athlone will, of course be considered. I 
have no power, however, to intervene 
such as suggested. 
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Irish Intermediate Examinations. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Beliast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
programme and rules for the Intermedi- 
ate Examinations of 1903 are likely to 
be published punctually, that is, at 
Easter ; and if he will press upon the 
Commissioners the importance of punc- 
tual publication, as unpunctuality in 
several recent years has prevented giving 
proper notice of changes and thereby 
caused inconvenience. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rules and pro- 
gramme for 1903 are now under con- 
sideration by the Board. It is expected 
they will shortly be published. 


Forestry in Co. Kerry. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
East Kerry (Mr. Murpuy), I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland whether he is aware 
that the Inspector of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, who long since visited the 
districts of Knocknagoshel, Brosna, and 
Scartaglen, in the county of Kerry, 
promised several persons therein to 
supply them with young trees for plant- 
ing, and seeing that this promise caused 
considerable outlay and expense in fenc- 
ing and otherwise, will he explain the 
delay in supplying these trees to the 
persons requiring them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The supply of trees 
is conditional upon the proper fencing of 
the lands. In many cases the fencing 
has not been completed. The trees will 
be supplied in November to all those who 
have complied with the Board’s con- 
ditions. 


Tarbert Tourist Service. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a memorial signed by 
representat:ve and business persons in 
the town and district of Glin, Co. 
Limerick, asking that the subsidised 
tourist steamer service between Tarbert 
and Kilrush be extended to Glin and 
Foynes ; and, seeing that a Resolution to 
the same effect has been sent to him by 
the Board of Management of the Glin 
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District School, whether, in considering | 
the matter of the extension, he will give 
these representations attention. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, I have) 
received both documents, which will re- | 
ceive consideration. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will a de- 
cision be come to before Easter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say. I 
will see what can be done. 


Rock Angus Lighthouse. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of ‘Trade whether he can state what 
body was responsible for the building of 
the lighthouse on Rock Angus at the 
entrance of Strangford Lough; what 
was the cost, and out of what fund was 
the expense paid. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR! I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the lighthouse on Rock 
Angus was commenced by the old 
Dublin Ballast Board and completed 
by the Commissioners. The actual 
cost cannot now be ascertained. The 













out of the funds of the old 
and partly out of the 
Marine Fund. 
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Question Regulations. 
The following Question appeared on 
the paper— 






ston): I beg toask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 







of the Housea copy of the circular 





he will state what authority these De- 






in the public elementary schools, either | 






after they have left. 
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expense was, I understand, paid partly 


be contrary to the understanding. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- | 


whether he will now lay upon the Table. 


. con | 
issued conjointly by the War Office and | 
Education Department; and whether | 
partments possess to act in concert in| 
making provision for and ordering that | 
boys shall be instructed in military drill | 


while they are attending the schools or 
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that was not admissible. I altered the 
portion referred to to suit the con- 
venience of the Clerk of the Table. 
[Order, order ! |—well, say requirements 
—and was then told that the Question 
was allright. Since then, however, a 
large portion of it has been lopped off, 


'and I scarcely recognise the Question in 


the form in which it now appears. I 
decline to put itin its truncated and 
emasculated form. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The recollection of 
the Clerk at the Table is entirely opposite 
to that of the hon. Member. I have no 
doubt there has been some misunder- 
standing which can be easily explained. 


Business of the House. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Leader of the House, the First Lord of the 
Treasury (1) what Supply will be taken 


on Friday; (2) when he will be able to 


make any announcement to the House 
with regard to the Easter holidays ; and 
(3) whether the Motion which stands 
first on the Paper for today, relating to 
the London Water Bill, is not contrary to 
the understanding that the first business 
at the present sitting should be the 
contracts for the Army in South Africa. 
I do not know whether it will take any 
time at all, but, if it does, it will, I think, 





Tue FIRST LORD or tut TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.): 
The business for next Friday will not be 
Supply in the strict sense of the word, 
but will be the discussion on the Army 
scheme which was, I understand, 
promised at the time when I was not 
able to be present owing to indisposition. 
As regards the second Question, | shall be 
able, I hope, to give an answer, and also 
to give the House a prospectus of the 
business before the Easter holidays if the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite will be 


good enough to repeat the Question to 


morrow. As to the third Question, I 
understand the Motion relating to the 
London Water Bill is of a formal 
character [“ Oh, no’’] and has been put 





On the Question being called, the hon. | down for the convenience, not of the 
Member said: When I handed in the | Government, but of those who oppose the 
Question I was told by the Clerk at the|Government Bill. I understand, too, 
Table that there was some portion of it| that those, or some of those, who are 
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opposing the Government Bill were 


Business of 


consulted about the Motion, and that | 


they gave their concurrence to it. Iam 
informed that if that Motion is not taken 
today or tomorrow, great inconvenience 
to the opponents of the Bill will ensue. 
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Ientirely agree, however, that if it is a | 


matter which the House is going to 


discuss, it would be contrary to the | 


understanding arrived at between the 
two sides, and it must, at whatever cost 
of personal inconvenience to hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, be deferred till another 


day. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The under- 
standing was perfectly clear that the 
first business today was to bea formal 
stage of the Appropriation Bill, and then 
the debate on the Remounts (uestion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite agree. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The Motion 
about the London Water Bill must give 
rise to long debate. It is a matter of 
controversy on which my hon friend the 
Member for East Mayo takes a strong 
view. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the state- 
ment of the hon. Member is accurate, 
as I do not doubt it is, of course it 
is quite impossible that the London 
Water question can have precedence. | 
greatly regret it, however. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
President of the Local Government 
Board told us on Friday last that this 
Motion would not be taken before 
Thursday ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not 
know to what statement the hon. 
Gentleman refers; I never made it. On 
the contrary, | told the hon. Gentleman 
what has been stated by the right 
hon. Gentleman, that it was to the 


interest of the opponents of the Bill, 


that it should be taken at once. The 
terms of the Motion had been agreed 
with the London County Council and 
the representative of the Water Com- 
panies, and had it been 
should have moved it last Friday. 
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Mr. DILLON asked when the Irish 
Land Bill was to be introduced. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY inquired if it were 
true that the Education Bill was to be 
brought in next Monday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will 
answer both Questions tomorrow in the 
statement I have promised to make. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) [ADVANCES]. 
Committee to consider of authorising 
the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, 
of such sums as may be required for 
the purposes of any Act of the present 
session for the acquisition of certain 
land in Dublin and for the erection 
and equipment of a Royal College of 
Science and other buildings for the 
public service, and of authorising the 
Treasury to borrow money by means 
of terminable annuities, such annuities 
to be paid out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, and, if those 
moneys are insufficient, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund (King’s Reeommendation 
signified), tomorrow.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


TRADE UNIONS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading upon 
Thursday read, and discharged. 

Bill withdrawn. 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the Borough of Wake- 
field in the room of William Charles 
De Mure Fitzwilliam, commonly called 
Viscount Milton, now Earl Fitzwilliam, 
called up to the House of Peers.—(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Tomorrow the proceedings on 
the Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill and 
on the Adjourned Debate on Contracts 
for the Army in South Africa have 
precedence of all other business, includ- 


possible I | ing Business of the House (Rules of 


| Procedure).”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) . 

















179 Business of 


*(3.56.) Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 


cestershire, Forest of Dean) said it was 
not necessary to detain the House with | 


any lengthened remarks in opposing the 
Motion, because the Government were 
well aware of the grounds on which 
it was to be opposed. There stood 
first on the Paper for tomorrow a 
Motion in the name of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Lanarkshire (Mr. Caldwell). 
This was a subject which excited more 
than the usual amount of attention 
outside the House, and which a large 
number of Members of the House had 
been trying in one way or another, to 
bring before the attention of Parliament 
and the Government. He _ believed, 
indeed, that the Government were 
anxious that the Motion should be 
brought under discussion in the House, 
because there had been recently a de- 
putation to certain Members of the 
Cabinet, including Lord James of Here 
ford and the Home Secretary, in the 
course of which, as he understood, they 
expressed a wish that the matter should 
at some time be brought before the 
House of Commons. ‘There is no sub- 
ject more deserving the attention of the 
House. He was not, of course, allowed 
to reier to the subject of the Motion, 
except to say that it dealt with certain 
judgments which it was admitted 
effected a change in the law which 
had obtained for the last forty-three 
years. It was a matter of fact that this 
Motion had been very unfortunate. On 
two previous occasions the ballot for it 
had been successful in obtaining first 
place on Tuesdays. On the first occasion 
the Tuesday was taken for the discus- 
sion of the Procedure Rules, and in the 
second it was annexed for the discussion 
of Supply. On the present occasion, 
although all the Supply required before 
Easter had been obtained, it was now 
proposed to deprive the Members pro- 
moting it of the opportunity they so 
ardently desired. He thought it would 
be a scandal if the Government did not 


provide an opportunity for discussing | 


this subject in the course of the present 
session. 
one for what had occurred on this ocea- 
sion, as full notice had been given by 
all concerned of what was proposed to 
be done. sut he did think the 
Members who were promoting the Motion 
had grievous cause of complaint, that for 
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He did not wish to blame any | 
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| the third time they should thus have been 
prevented from bringing this question 


before the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that as the 
Motion on the Paper for tomorrow stood 
in his name, he should like to point out 
that Tuesdays, by the Standing Orders, 
were allotted to private Members, and 
the- allotment was a matter which the 
House itself alone ought to deal with. 
It was the case that on the first ocea- 
sion on which this Motion got pre-emi- 
nence, it was deprived of its place on 
the ground of the urgency of proceeding 
with the Procedure Rules, which many 
of them thought were by no means urgent. 
Now, these Procedure Rules were not 
being pressed for the present, and, there- 
fore, tomorrow could not fairly be taken 
away from private Members. ‘The right 
to that day had, in his view, reverted 
to private Members. On the second 
occasion they were deprived. of their 
opportunity by the demands of Supply ; 
but, again, all the urgency for Supply 
had disappeared, the Government had 
attained all that they required. prior to 
the 3lst March, and, therefore, there 
was no need for taking this particular 
day for financial business. He would 
like to point out that the Government 
might easily have avoided taking to- 
morrow. There was no necessity for 
| them to have moved the Speaker out of 
the Chair on the Civil Service Estimates 
last Friday, for they had already got 
four months Votes in advance, and the 
Motion might easily have been postponed 
until after Easter. He would like further 
to point out that there could be no 
question whatever that if the recent 
decision of the Law Courts were acted 
upon it would produce very considerable 
friction between the working classes and 
the masters in the event of a strike 
taking place. He thought the Govern- 
ment had already sufficient in their 
hands, in connection with the war and 
with the state of Ireland, to occupy their 
time, and they, therefore, were not well 
advised in taking a step which might 
produce trouble in the community at 
large. He could only say in conclusion 
that, as a protest against the attitude 
} the Government had taken up, he in- 
| tended to press the matter to a division. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gentle- 
man and the right hon. Baronet who have 
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just spoken have spoken as if the Govern- 
ment had come down and taken the day 
which had long been allotted to the dis- 
cussion of this important question in 
which they are interested, but that 
is not the case. The Government 
took Tuesdays for the Rules of Pro- 
cedure or Supply long long before 
the hon. Gentlemen ballotted and = ob- 
tained this particular day. It is sug- 
gested that the Rules of Procedure 
are not urgent, but the real explanation 
is that the Leader of the Opposition 
asked for two days for the discussion of 
his Motion of censure on the Govern- 
ment, and that was the real reason why 
this particular day has had to. be 
annexed. Itis not for the Government 
to complain that that demand has been 
made of them. But it is a matter of 
regret to me personally that we could 
not apply these two particular days to 
further progress with the new Rules of 
Procedure. The hon. Member opposite 
has said that there may possibly be 
disputes between masters and workmen, 
and that it will be deplorable if that is 
the case; but I cannot see that even if 
tomorrow were devoted to the discussion 
of the Motion in question it would make 
any difference from that point of view. 
[ should like to remind the hon. Gentle- 
man that the passing of an abstract 
Resolution by the House could not have 
the smallest effect upon disputes, and | 
do not think | need say any more except 
that | hope if the Procedure Rules are 
rapidly dealt with, there will be an oppor- 
tunity after Whitsuntide fof discussing 
the matter. 

Me 


B(4.8.) SrriH. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN: My hon. friend the Member for Mid 
Lanarkshire has accused the Government 
of stealing tomorrow. But how much 
worse a position am I myself in, because 
Iam not the robber, but am in the position 
of receiver of stolen goods. I have always 
been brought up to believe that the 
receiver is worse than the robber himself. 
[ think the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite has made out a good case for 
himself with regard to this particular 
Tuesday, on the ground that he had got 
it already before there was any idea of 
this Motion of the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark being brought forward. 
I, therefore, am not disposed to quarrel 
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with his action in the matter, but I am 
disposed to urge on him most strenu- 
ously that he should find another day 
for the matter because there should be 
no question at all as to the intense 
interest felt on the subject throughout 
the country. It seems to me that the 
promise of the right hon. Gentleman as 
to the possibility of a day after Whitsun- 
tide is rather cloudy and in the extreme 
distance, and I would press him as to 
whether he cannot give a more definite 
assurance as to a matter of such extreme 
importance. Can he not promise us that 
we shall have an opportunity of discuss- 
ing this matter at a later period of the 
session ? 


Mr. BELL (Derby) : I should like to add 
a few words to what has been already 
said. This Motion has been down for 
three Tuesdays, and, as far as I can see, 
we have no prospect of reaching it. I 
appreciate the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House, but 
in regard to one portion of his speech, 
in which he said that no result would 
follow from a debate in this House, I 
would like to point out that in reference 
to disputes between employers and work- 
men that a discussion in this House wil] 
have a great bearing upon both sides, 
especially in a case in which stubborn- 
ness might be shown in assenting to 
common-sense views. I have at all times 
endeavoured to prevent those unfortun- 
ate and barbarous methods of settling 
labour disputes, strikes, and lock-outs. 
I can only express a hope that 
as the right hon Gentleman says he 
is about to further press forward the 
Rules of Procedure, if he intends to 
take Tuesdays, he will at any rate, at 
some time in the near future, give some 
opportunity of discussing this very im- 
portant subject. If he cannot allow us 
to have tomorrow will he promise we 
shall have tomorrow week, in order to 
discuss the matter. If he will give such 
a promise I will not press my opposition 
to the present Motion. We shall be just 
as well off so far as the new Rules are 
concerned if we discuss them after 
Easter rather than before it. With 
these few observations I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to give us some 
promise in the direction I have indicated. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that, al- | point out that, if they had not asked for 
though he would be one of the last men to a second day for the debate, the Govy- 
vote for taking away a private Member’s ernment would have put down other fin- 
right, he could not on this occasion resist ancial business or have resumed the dis- 
the Motion of the Leader of the House. cussion on the new Rules. The day, in 
Thearrangementthat thereshould be two fact, was already mortgaged, and would 
nights for the debate on the Motion of not, under any circumstances, have been 
the Leader of the Opposition was made devoted to the discussion of the Motion 


Business of 


largely at the instance of Gentlemen on 


the Opposition side of the House, and he 


himself publicly emphasised the demand 
upon the Government for asecond night. 


(4.13.) 


Therefore, he felt bound to support the 


Motion of the right hon. Gentleman the 


Leader of the House. He 
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Mr. Caldwell and Mr. Bell. 


I feel myself rather impressed with the 
Read a second time, and committed | conviction that the Motion which I am 


about to submit to the House does not 
really require a case to be made out for 
it, because the case has already been made 
by the facts which have been disclosed 
‘to the public by previous debates here 
/and elsewhere. But, at all events, in 


(4.32.) Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- | mov ing for this Committee I have the 


MAN (Stirling Burghs) rose to move, 


‘conviction that lam only fulfilling a 


“That a Select Committee be appointed | ‘reasonable and natural desire which is 
to inquire into all contracts and purchases | deeply and widely felt throughout the 


made by or on behalf of the Government country. 
for His Majesty’s forces in South Africa 
in respect of remounts, meat, forage, 
He said,—NSir, 


freights, and transport.” 


In my opinion, His Majesty’s 

Government would do well to assent to 
| the proposal. In truth, I have not heard 
~ good reason alleged why they do 


VOL. CV. [FourtH Series.] 








187 S. A. War—Remounts 


not accept it; and it will be their 
refusal, rather than my claim, that will 
give any partisan colour tothe discussion 
of the matters with which we have to 
deal. [ think that it is generally 
recognised that an independent inquiry 
into these matters has become necessary 
in the interests of the taxpayers, in the 
interests of our troops, in the interests 
of the departmental officers concerned, 
in the interests of this House. which is 
spending money in the dark, and which 
is only able in a more or less intermittent 
and more or less random way to offer 
criticisms and suggestions. It is not 
difficult to discover ground for the belief 
that the machinery. quickly improvised 
when a military picnic was found to be 
expanding into a great campaign, has 
proved inadequate for its purpose; and 
that there is a lack of business ways and 
business knowledge which has cost the 
country dear, and, notwithstanding the 
assurances of His Majesty’s Government, 
will continue to cost the country a great 
deal. Whoever may have suffered, it is 
clear that the contractor has done well 
out of the war. He has not only done 
well out of the war, but he is doing well 
out of the war; and judging by the 
syndicates and combinations, which 

reach from the River Plate to the meat 
factories of (Queensland, — embracing 
the great mining corporation of De 
Beers, great firms of shipowners, who 
also turn out to be horse-dealers and 
meat producers, embracing, also, English, 
—for the most part naturalised English, 
—meat contractors and Johannesburg 
financiers whose names for good or for 
evil ring throughout the world—judging 
by these indications the contractor 
means to go on making a good thing 
out of the war. In my opinion, one of 
the most serious factors in the whole 
business is the high pitch of organisation 
attained by the Government purveyors. 
It means that we are not simply con- 
cerned with and improvident 
bargains—bargains that may have been 
necessarily loose because of the haste in 
which they had to be made, bargains 
with scattered individuals ; it means that 
large vested interests have apparently 
quartered themselves upon the war. 
And one of the main points to which 
inquiry will have to be 
it is instituted, is whether 
Sir H. Camphell-Bannerman. 


loose 
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interests, backed by powerful financiers, 
are subjected to the test of fair and open 
com petition, whether they are controlling 
what is considered to be the biggest 
catering and equipment business in the 
world, or whether they are controlled 
effectively by the officers throughout 
the world who represent the public 
interest. 


Re -. - 
I have spoken of this as the 
biggest equipment and catering business 
in the world. Let me quote a few 
figures to show the House how large it 
is. I have here the detailed expenditure 
on contracts up to the end of the next 
financial year. A part of it is, of course, 
an estimate, and part actual disburse- 
ment. Since 1899 to 1903 inclusive the 
total for transport by land and sea is 
£43,876,000; for remounts, £16,985,000; 


for provisions, including forage, 
£56.000.000 : and for clothing, 


£13,700,000—total, £130,561,000. We 
must take off something from that on 
account of the war in China, and some- 
thing also for boots in store and manu- 
factured by the War Office. Suppose 
we take £10,000,000 away from that. 


This leaves £120,000,000, which will 
have passed through the hands of 


contractors and middlemen: and this is 
altogether apart from the whole ex- 
penditure upon warlike equipment and 
ammunition. This is surely a_ large 
matter, not unworthy of the attention of 
the House of Commons and of the closest 
and most searching inquiry. But what has 
been offered to us is a retrospective 
inquiry. Spill your milk, and then ery 
over it as much as you please. Wait 
until the war is really over—really, not 
only officially, over and then when the 
purveyors of the cold storage have gone 
back to the more hum-drum but less 
profitable business of extracting gold 
from the bowels of the earth, they will 
be ready to oblige you witha history of 
these contracts. which will extend to any 
number of Blue-books. But we do not 
want to fill a museum, or perhaps [ 
should say a mausoleum, with dead 
facts. What we want to do is to 
protect the taxpayers’ interest, which 
ls our prime duty; and that protection 
can only be given by inquiring now 
while the matter is red-hot—now, before 
those who have acted as agents, either 
for the Government who use or thie 
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contractor who supplies, have dispersed 
and passed out of sight. We want to 
know how the taxpayer has been treated 
and how he is going to be treated in the 
future. Ll am sure that neither this 
House nor any Committee of it, nor the 
country at large, will grudge high prices 
if they obtain good value for them: 
but high prices for the wrong thing, 
high prices to line the pockets of middle- 
men and syndicate promoters and 
hungry contractors are evidences of 
inefficiency and demoralisation. 

Now I come naturally, in the first place, 
taking these subjects to which I wi<h 
inquiry to be directed one by one, to the 
question of horses. It is very discouraging 
to read the most recent of the telegraphic 
despatches which have been laid before 
ws on this subject. After an expendi- 


ture of eleven or twelve millions on 
remounts, what is it that we hear! The 
Secretary of State on December 24th 


last t-legraphs to Lord Kitechener— 

“We hope to land in South Africa during 
December, January, and February over 
40,000 horses. Will this meet your require- 
wents’? Desirable to reduce numbeis as soon 
as practicable.” 

; = 
The answer comes from Lord Kitchener, 
dated January 15th— 

“Your telegram 24th December. Numbers 
satisfactory and will meet my requirements. 
Hope great eare will be takeu in selection. 
Small, compact, strong, well-bred horses are 
what we require. Some arriving are not well 
elected. Also hope great care will be taken 
om voyage, as some arrive in bad state. 
Yesterday I inspected Bays, who have hitherto 
done no work; their horses are wrong stamp 
wlast in this country, and fear we shall lose 
many of them when they begin work. 

Then, the Secretary of State reports on 
January 20th 

© Your telegram of 15th January. Can you 
yecify from what country horses described 
is not well selected principally come ? 


And the answer of Lord Kitchener on 


January 22nd is— 

“Your telegram of 20th January.  Con- 
siderable percentage of all horses landed lack 
the compact formation necessary to with- 
tand hardships of campaigning. | Australian 
horses aie specially badly selected, and 
Enwlish horses too large and heavy. | am 
akine Lord Downe to specially report on 
msuitable horses landed.” 





I say that is rather discouraging and 
insatisfactory, after 416,000 horses and 
mules have been supplied to the Army 
inSouth Africa. But what does Colonel 
Birkbeck say? He is evidently a most 
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|capable officer, and he has had the 


confidence and approval of both the 
authorities at home and the general 
officer on the spot. He says of the 
Hungarian horses— 

“Showy little horses, full of quality, but 
have done very badly, and are universally 
condemned as ‘ flat catchers.’” 

And of the Hungarian cobs he says 
that they have— 

“Like the horses, been disappointing. They 
are very docile and look the very thing, but 
last no time.” 

Of the Argentine cobs he says— 


“By himself the Argentine is a clumsy, 
pig-headed brute, very slow, and has proved 
faint-hearted and lamentably lacking in 
stamina, Curiously enough, every officer at 
the base who saw him land admired him, but 
no one who has seen him at the front has a 
good word to say for him, except the 10th 
Hussars.” 

His report on the Canadians lends itself 
to amusement rather than to melan- 
choly— 

“Many were regular barouche horses, high 
on the leg, slack, corn-inade beasts, though 
with some quality. I remember being quite 
at a loss how to class many from a big 
Canadian shipload at Port Elizabeth. They 
were too slack to carry a man, and yet too 
light for general draught. My great regret 
was that we could not afford to keep them 
to sell in Johannesburg to Rand magnates 
as carriage horses.” 

Well, I do not think this summary 
judgment should quite be taken ay pied de 
la lettre. 1 can imagine an over-worked, 
harassed officer like General Birkbeck 
disposed to damn the whole lot 

1 mean expressing that sentiment just 
as I can imagine a jaded schoolmaster 
summarily condemning a whole class of 
boys, though there may be good boys 
among them. Still, it is most unsatis- 
factory, to say the least, when we know 
the huge sums that were paid and the 
terrible necessity there has always been 
to have the proper kind of horses in 
sufficient numbers in the field—it is un- 


satistactory to find such statements 
made. 

But now I come to particulars. 
The case we know most of is the 


Hungarian case ; and what we know of 
the facts in regard to the Hungarian 
horses is almost, if not quite, sutlicient 
to justify my Motion. The summary of 
the facts is this: 3,800 horses were 
purchased for £111,000, and _ those 
persons who assisted in effecting the 
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purchases divided among them £45,000. 
Well, | do not know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman will plead that this 
particular case is sub judice, that an 
inquiry is being made; but there is this 
peculiarity about it, that justice has 
already pronounced sentence. There 
never was a more extraordinary course 
of proceeding than that which has taken 
place in reference to General Truman. 
The Irish removable magistrates and 
County Court judges are capable of a 
good deal, but I do not think that even 
they come up to the up-to-date lines of 
justice as exhibited in the course pursued 
towards General Truman. What has 
the course of the Government been in 
this matter? The question of these 
Hungarian horses was brought before 
the House by the hon. Member for 
Dulwich, and, of course, he was dis- 
missed as a mere retailer of gossip and 
of unpatriotic gossip, for it was a most 
unpatriotic thing to imply that there 
was anything wrong in the preparations 
and administration of His Majesty’s 
Government. But notwithstanding that 
the right hon. Gentleman saw—and I[ 
am not surprised—that it was a case for 
inquiry, and he appointed a nice little 
domestic Committee, including my hon. 
friend behind me, who, I think, was the 
only outside member of the Committee 
to look into the matter. They reported 
in August last, so that the right hon. 
Gentleman had all the facts before him 
in August last; and yet things were 
allowed to go on, and part of the business 
was allowed to proceed in the hands of 
those whose conduct was condemned by 
the report. [Mr. Broprick dissented. ] 
[ will withdraw that ifit is not so. Then 
at last the fatal moment came when a 
Supplementary Estimate for a large sum 
of money for remounts had to come 
before the House. Then this report 
was made public, and the result was 
that public opinion was greatly startled 
and a very thorough and, in some parts 
of it, an exciting discussion took place in 
the House. Well, what resulted from 
that ? The right hon. Gentleman hurried 
away to tell General Truman that the 
House of Commons was so set against 
him that he must resign his appointment. | 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. ; 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
W AR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) ; 
I must altogether demur to that state- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman jis 
speaking without the book in saying [ 
made any such statement to General 
Truman. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMA\X : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say that 
General Truman was never called upon 
to resign ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If the right hon. 
Gentleman desires that I should go into 
the question—a most difficult thing to 
do with an inquiry going on—I will say 
whatever I can without embarrassing 
the proceedings of the Court of Inquiry. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have understood, and I thought it 
had been publicly stated, and I do not 
know that it has been explicitly 
contradicted, that General Truman 
was called upon to resign—or, at all 
events, that he was severely rebuked 
and informed of the strong feeling in 
the House of Commons against him. I[ 
venture to say that the strong feeling 
in the House of Commons was not 
against any individual; the strong 
feeling was against the whole system 
under which these matters occurred. 
But then, after that had been said to 
this officer, for him to be induced to 
ask, as he did ask in self-defence, for a 
Court of Inquiry —which Court will 
report to the very authority which has 
already condemned him—was, I think, a 
rather strange course to adopt. However, 
I am not concerned with whether General 
Truman is worthy of blame or not ; what 
we would like to know. and what I 
think the inquiry ought to bring out, 
is this: Was the Remount Department 
adequately supported and strengthened 
to meet the tremendous strain put 
upon it during the last two or three 
years of the war? Year by year, in 
ordinary times, the number of remounts 
required is comparatively small, but 
here suddenly is a tremendous burst of 
necessity in circumstances with which 
obviously the ordinary staff of the 
Department could not adequately deal. 
Was it strengthened and _ supported? 


The only way in which it was supposed. 
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to be relieved, so far as we know, was 
by the setting up of the Yeomanry 
Committees, a Committee of officers of 
Yeomanry, retired cavalry officers, 
masters of foxhounds, and gentlemen 
with great knowledge, no doubt, of 
horses, but still not quite men of 
business to whom should be entrusted 
the purchase of horses on a large scale. 
That Committee is set up, and it goes 
stumbling along, with the highest 
motives of public duty no doubt, and 
acting to the best of their ability, but 
in open competition with the Remount 
Department itseif both in Hungary and 
at home. We know that at home they 
were actually brought into active com- 
petition with the Remount Department. 
The right hon. Gentleman—and I give 
him all credit for it—-is an apostle 
of decentralisation; he says we have 
too much centralisation: but here, 
surely, in this form it is decentralisation 
run mad, because this Committee had 
no real responsibility whatever, and as 
a matter of fact I believe a great deal 
of waste arose from its action. As to 
the purchases of horses at home, I have 
heard many strange incidents; but I 
take a prudent course, and say there are 
rumoursthat certainly give ample reason 
for inquiry. In America we have been 
told of patriotic exilese—young men who 
have sought free life and lucrative careers 
on ranches in the Western States have 
made large sums by purchase and re-sale 
tothe Government. In Austria we know 
no advantage was taken of the assistance 
that could have been obtained from the 
military attaché; we know from the 
nilitary attaché that he endeavoured to 
make himself of use, but the Govern- 
ment set him aside. However that may 
be, I believe it can be proved that large 
sums of money have been wasted. In 
Argentina, from all we hear, the same 
thing has occurred. And these are cases 
that, if not inquired into now, will pass 
into obscurity, and information will not 
be reached. 


One other question there is—I do 
not wish to detain the House too long 
—that | wish to refer to, and that is the 
working of the system of registration of 
horses. We have had an answer to a 


question on this subject today, to which | 
it appears that 14,550 horses were on | 


the register and only 6,350 were taken. 
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That accords with private information 
that large firms employing large numbers 
of horses have been receiving fees for 
horses on the register which the Govern- 
ment had power to take in case of 
necessity, and these horses for which 
fees were paid were rejected as unfit. 
That is a matter to be inquired into 
unless it can be explained. 

But, not to detain the House longer on 
the question of horses, I now turn to the 
contracts for meat supplies. ‘The Govern- 
ment contract in South Africa is in the 
hands of the Cold Storage Company, and 
they have been paid by the Government 
between April 1, 1899, and December 
31 last, £4,773,000. The most startling 
and I have no doubt, most exaggerated 
rumours have been afloat as to huge 
profits, enormous and preposterous pro- 
fits, made by this company; but profits 
may be enormous and yet not pre- 
posterous. I have here a copy of the 
balance-sheet of the company to June 
last, and the net result is that dividends 
and bonuses have been paid in two 
years equal to a return of 30s. on each 
share of £1, and a million sterling placed 
to the reserve. A million sterling placed 
to the reserve and a return of 30s. on every 
£1 share, and the capital was £450,000 ! 
That is a statement sufficiently alarming 
that induces the thought that a judi- 
cious and economical bargain was not 
made for this company. But the right 
hon. Gentleman told us the éther day 
that a new contract had now been made ; 
and he took great credit for the fact 
that it was an economical contract, and 


| that a large saving had been effected. 


‘The meat contract,” he said, ‘* which was 
formerly held in South Africa by the Cold 
Storage Company, has been put out afresh from 
March 31st, and we have had a competition 
which hasresulted in bringing down the price by 
14d. per lb. ; and we anticipate a saving during 
the next year of between £600,000 and 
£700,000.” 


The right hon. Gentleman said, ‘‘W: 
have had a competition.” What is the 
nature of this competition of which the 
right hon. Gentleman speaks! Thirty 
tenders were originally received, but 
they were fined down to three. There 
was the Cold Storage Company, Mr. 
Weil, and Mr. Bergl. Mr. Bergl was 
acting for a syndicate, and he succeeded 
in obtaining the contract; and then it 
appears that among his supporters are 
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Messrs. Houlder, the shipowners, Mr. 
Timms, represeuting the De Beers Com- 
pany, who were not hitherto, according 
to my knowledge, in the butchery 
business, and several well-known 
Johannesburg names, such as Lewis 
and Joel, and, finally, Mr Weil, the 
ostensible competitor, is himself a sup- 
porter of Mr. Bergl. I do not know 
whether this is the same Mr. Weil who 
had a contract for wagons and bullocks 
[Cries of “ Yes”’], and who is reported 
to have made enormous profits. I shall 
have something to say of that later. 
But this is a remarkable combination. 
Of course it may be a strictly legitimate 
mobilisation of cosmopolitan commercial 
forces against the call to arms by 
extortion; or it may be that they 


Peemounts 


of some enterprise and organisation ; 


and that organisation there was is 
perfectly clear from the collusion 


between two competitors, and by the 
appearance in the arena of these great 
financial names. 


An important feature of the business 
to which I may, in passing, allude 
Which may be susceptible of ex- 
planation, but which certainly seems 
to call for inquiry—is the recurrence 
of the name of Messrs. Houlder in these 
transactions—a manifold firm, carrying 
on a multifarious business. In the 
spring of 1900 there was a Select Com- 
mittee on War Office contracts, and 
they ascertained that the great bulk of 
the transport of remounts was earried on 
by this firm, both in its own ships and 
also, and to a larger extent even, in other 
vessels chartered by them as_ inter- 
mediary. If fact, this firm enjoyed a 
practical monopoly. Later on it came 
out they have done business on their 
Own account, in buying horses in 
Australia and shipping them to South 
Africa for the Government. It also 
appears that a contract for the purchase 
of horses in Argentina has been made 
by the same firm; and more recently 
still we have learnt that they are in 
partnership with Mr. Bergl in the meat 
business in Australia. Apart altogether 
from the question of prices, putting all 
that on one side, we have here a state of 
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organisation behind the scenes pulling the 
wires, rather than a contract obtained in the 
open field. That conception of our con- 
tractors and of what they really are, 
does not lead us to be hopeful in the 
matter of prices; but when we come to 
prices we are pulled up by this reduction 
of £600,000 or £700,000. According to 
the version of the Government, this re- 
duction is due to one factor—the greater 
facility of transmission. While the war 
was in its earlier stages, and while the 
railway communication was interrupted, 
while there was danger of disturbance 
everywhere, naturally there was greater 
difficulty in carrying about the meat. 
The Secretary of State for War said 
here - 

“The old made when the 


contract was 


| country was in a very unsettled condition, and 
regarded the contract as a plum worthy | 


the communications being most difficult, it 
was impossible to get a contract made on the 
same terms as since the communications have 
been made safe.” 

The Under Secretary for War, in another 
place, said— 

“The prices charged were in proportion to 
the difficulties.” 

Lord Lansdowne said — 

‘*The expenses of distribution must have 
heen very much greater at the beginning of the 
war. 

Well, Sir, but what does this come to! 
It comes to this—that the Cold Storage 
Company's profits are to be regarded as 
strictly legitimate profits, and that the 
Bergl and Weil combination is to work 
substantially on the same scale of profits. 
The only thing that has disappeared is 
the expense of transmission from one 
part of South Africa to another. There 
is no other reduction. The profits which 
I have quoted as having been made by 
the previous company are still open to 
this new company, and the taxpayer 
must find what comfort he may in the 
thought that, if the Cold Storage Com- 
pany have absorbed in dividends and 
payments to reserve a huge sum of money, 
Messrs. Bergl and Weil will sheer him to 
the same extent. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who at this time of the year 
is probably excogitating new taxes, will, 
I have no doubt, have his eye on some 
particular tax which will help to defray 
these contractors’ profits, as his colleagues 
seem unable to do it. That is the ground 


things which suggests to the simple-,of my suspicion of this contract, upon 
minded onlooker such as myself rather a | which I ask the House whether there 1s 
pre-arranged transaction, with a potent | not ample reason here for close and 


Sir H. Cumpbell-Banneriman. 
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immediate inquiry. I have heard also 
that the contract itself is on unusually 
easy and favourable terms for the con- 
tractor; that there are certain things 
which are usually excluded which are 
admitted ; and that the word “ refriger- 
ated” is used instead of the word “frozen,” 
for example. I dislike both words very 
much, but the difference is serious. 

Turning to the item of transports, there 
are strong criticisms being made here 
again. There is a monopoly in a certain 
class of business to the firm of Houlder, 
and a monopoly in other cases to other 
persons. More generally, there is this 
complaint—that the shipping contracts 
have been given to persons who had no 
ships of their own, or who had no 
ships unemployed, and who had, there- 
fore, to go into the market and charter 
ships from others. That is obviously an 
uneconomical arrangement, and it would 
therefore be well to have it disclosed—if 
not by this Committee of inquiry, then 
by a Return—what proportion of the 
shipping taken up was in the hands of 
the owners with whom the contract 
was made, and what proportion was 
taken up through middlemen. 


Then Il come to the forage contracts. | 
pass rapidly over these questions, because 
other Members more familiar than I am 
with the details will enlarge on them and 
develop the facts; but in regard to 


forage I believe—and I have some 
reason to know from actual contracts 


which I have seen—that there are un- 
satisfactory reports of the business being 
confined again to very few firms. There 
are complaints of inferior quality, and 
that the Government have gone gleaning 
America and elsewhere when there was 
plenty of English, Scotch, and Irish 
supplies to be had practically at its own 
door. Another chapter which deserves 
to be opened is that of land transport in 
South Africa itself—the hire of wagons 
and bulloeks at fabulous prices, leading 
to fabulous profits, and a contract made 
with a firm which did not possess a 
single wagon, and which had to hire 
ragons and bullocks trom the farmers 
and others, of course at lower prices. It 
would have been open tor the Govern- 
ment themselves to hire these wagons, 
and thus to save a great deal of ex- 
penditure. There are stories of a new 
industry in South Africa—that of a 
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systematic resuscitation of the derelict 
ox, who is passed back to the base and 
sold and re-sold. While the animal keeps 
on his legs, the contractor draws his hire ; 
but if the animal becomes exhausted or 
disabled, the owner is compensated to the 
extent of its value. Whenan ox falls out 
it is taken in hand by the contractors’ 
ambulance surgeon; it is doctored, fed, 
and well treated, and in due course hired 
again; it again becomes disabled and is 
again restored, and so forth. A moder- 
ately clever animal might be trained to 
this performance. Obviously a service 
organised on this footing might be as 
lucrative even as the Cold Storage Com- 
pany’s business or that of the Hungarian 
horse dealer. 

Sir, I have said quite enough to 
show that inquiry is desirable—nay, is 
imperatively demanded. And the 
Government, I believe, do not dispute 
that inquiry is necessary ; but they say. 
‘« Postpone it to the end of the war.” Let 
us look at this excuse. | What reason is 
there for postponement? First of all, 
they plead the immensity of the field— 
the tens of thousands of contracts and 
purchases which would have to be in- 
vestigated. But 1 confine the reference 
of this Committee to certain definite sub- 
jects. But even those I know would 
cover a large field. But if the fact that 
thousands and millions have gone into 
the contractors’ hands is to debar us 
from inquiry, why should the House dis- 


cuss war expenditure at all? A well- 
directed Committee could investigate 


samples of these contracts taken from 
the bulk, as it were, and form a judg- 
ment upon them. Then we are told 
that the military officers of the Army. 
even of high standing, will have to be 
brought back from South Africa. We 
had a terrible picture drawn of Lord 
Kitchener being taken away from his 
blockhouses and his enveloping move- 
ments and so forth, and _ brought 
home in a ship and sitting in a chair 
in a Committee-rroom and being ex- 
amined by a Committee of the House. 
Nothing could be more ridiculous. 
[‘* Hear, hear.”’] Yes, but the ridiculous 
thing is in conceiving that anyone would 
contemplate such a proceeding as being 
necessary. It is perfect nonsense. There 
is plenty of work to be done at home in 
these matters. All the buying and 
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chartering in England presents no 


difficulty whatever, and by the time that | 


the Committee had done with that per- 
haps circumstances might relieve Lord 
Kitchener, or there might surely be in- 
vented some means of supplementing 
evidence by that of officers on the spot. 
But there is a commercial objection. 
There is the sacred secrecy of contracts 
and prices to be maintained. Light, we 
are told, would be fatal. The representa- 
tive of the War Office on the Committee 
which sat on contracts in 1900 was very 
strong indeed against any prices being 
disclosed, especially in the matter of 
transport, and it is rather curious to 
read his views. His principal argument 
was this: he was so delicate about it. 
He not only did not wish it to get out to 
the public, but he was not even willing 
to confide it to the member: of the 
Committee, 

“because,” he said, “some of you may be 
shipowners or shipbuilders. Consider that 
we have all these troops going to be brought 
home, and we should be prejudiced in making 
our bargain for bringing them home if these 
prices were known.” 

But that was two years ago, and he 
might have risked it. Two reasons 
are given for this secrecy which I do 
not find easy to reconcile. The noble 
Lord, the Financial Secretary, lays down 
the canon that if you disclose prices the 
maximum will become the minimum; 
prices will be forced up. Yes; but 
what did Lord Lansdowne say, quoting 
documents to substantiate what he said ? 
The noble Marquess said— 

“If you disclose prices, unhealthy com- 
petition will be encouraged ; low prices and 
inferior articles will be produced; they will 
<lo what in trade is called ‘cutting’ 
large extert, and the thrifty and economical 
instinct of the Department will jump at the 
low prices and accept the lower standard of 
the commodity.” 


Either of these may be a good reason, 
but it cannot be both ways. Prices 
cannot go both up and down. Offer me 
one reason, if you like, but please do 
not offer me both. 


I suspect these are the first arguments 


that, having determined to resist in- | 


qjuiry, came into the ingenious head of 
the noble Lord and of those who adopted 
the other alternative. 


Lastly, we are told that there are high | 


reasons of State, that the inquiry will 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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lyse military operations. We cannot, 
at this time of day, screw our credulity 
up to this pitch. Besides, there is a 
little practical consideration I would 
urge. Why were none of these terrible 
forebodings urged in 1900 when a Com- 
mittee was appointed on this very 
subject? I do not quote the other 
inquiries—the inquiries into the hospitals, 
the camps, and the remounts; but here 
is actually a Committee of the House 
of Commons appointed in 1900 to in- 
quire into contracts. That was much 
more serious, because now, for the last 
eighteen months, we have been dealing 
only with a few scattered banditti, but 
then our forces were occupied in taking 
military possession of the whole country. 
Yet a Committee was granted on full 
terms and with a free hand. The First 
Lord of the Treasury said— 

**The Government has no desire to put any 
limit whatever on the Committee as regards 
what has occurred within the twelve months.” 

I cannot conceive that what was so 
easy and safe in 1900 can be full of 
danger in 1902, or that, what was white 
then should be black now. The inquiry 


which my Motion demands is an in- 
evitable inquiry. Enough has _ been 


disclosed in these matters to make it 
necessary that all should be disclosed ; 
and the Government will do best for 
themselves, best for the public service, 
best for all connected with it if, instead 
of using dilatory arguments, they court 
the earliest and fullest investigation and 
publicity. I make no doubt that there 
are many incidents in these transactions 
for which a strong plea can be urged, 
even if there should be some error of 
administration proved—the plea ot 
urgency, the plea of imperious pressure 
of time. That I can well believe can 
be used in extenuation and excuse. But 
there is no fear that such a plea would be 
disregarded by a Committee of the House 
of Commons. We may be sure that a 
Committee of this House would make the 
most generous allowance in such a case! 


In much that has happened, how- 
ever, no such plea exists, or can 
exist. But, however it may be, 


the mainspring of good administration is 
responsibility-—the responsibility of the 
servants to the Minister, the 
responsibility of the Minister to Par- 
liament, the responsibility of Parliament to 
the country ; and it is in order that we at 
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Jeast may not fail in our duty by neglect- 


ing to use the great power we possess | 
that I move the Resolution which stands 


in my name. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a Select Committee be fappointed 
to inquire into all contracts and purchases 
made by or on behalf of the Government 
for His Majesty’s forces in South Africa 
in respect of remounts, meat, forage, 
freights, and transport.”—(Siu Henry 
Campbell-Banner man.) 


(5.23.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton): The right hon. Gentleman the 


Leader of the Opposition has broadly and | 
ably stated the reasons why he asks for a | 
On constitutional grounds | 


Committee. 
that Committee ought to be granted by 
the Government for the sole reason that 
he asks forit. This was laid down when, 
during the Crimean War, a demand was 
made for an inquiry of a somewhat 
similar nature. Lord Russell then issued 
a minute to his colleagues, in which he 


said it was the constitutional duty of the | 


Government to grant the Committee 
when the Opposition asked for it. But 


putting aside the constitutional plea, I | 
really am surprised to hear that the 


Government intend to refuse this Com- 
mittee. Take any municipality in the 


country ; take, for instance, the London | 


County Council. On that body there are 
Moderates and Progressives. If the 
Progressives had, as | believe they have, 
the Executive of the Council in their 


hands, and the Leader of the Moderates, | 


with the approval of all his colleagues, 
made such charges against the Executive 
and demanded an inquiry, would the 
demand be refused? Undoubtedly it 
would not be, and if it were there would 
be a protest from almost every man in 
London. ‘The same would be the case in 
any town in the country. 

I have risen, however, because I think 
it is desirable to lay before the House 


certain facts in regard to some of the| 
contracts which | will take as samples. | 


The House must remember, in dealing 
with this question of horses, that the first 
essential for bringing the war to an end 
is a supply of good horses. 
be remembered that when we speak of 
the shipping contracts made by the 
Government, we in no way complain of 


the transport contracts made byg the, 
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Admiralty. The fact that the Admiralty 
'made contracts which were fair to the 
taxpayer and that the War Office did not, 
‘is prima facie evidence against the War 
Office. In respect of the particular meat 
contract to which my right hon. friend 
has referred, we must also rem: mber that, 
whereas this Company, which already 
existed, did somehow—legitimately if you 
like, but owing to the loose way in which 
the contract was entered into—make 
about £1,500,000, yet Mr. Bergl, who is 
a very experienced man in contracts, says 
that if he had had that contract he would 
have made twice as much out of it. 


and other Contracts. 


I will deal with the meat contract first, 
because it is the last contract entered into 
by the Government. I am bound to say 
that the Government have not learnt 
anything from experience ; they have 
fallen into the same or even worse traps 
than before. The contract with the Cold 
Storage Company lasted only until March. 
The business is admitted to have been 
done fairly well ; the complaint is that the 
profit was so very large. But in making 
the new contract, the Government were 
bound to see that fair competition 
obtained, and that all precautions were 
taken to ensure the contract being 
properly carried out. I should have said 
| that, under the circumstances, it would 
have been desirable, instead of going to 
the middleman, as they have done so often 
before, to go to respectable firms directly 
/concerned in the meat business. Let us 
see how they went to work. They put 
forward two different forms of tender— 
one for meat to be delivered at the port, 
and the other for meat to be distributed 
over the country occupied by our troops. 
There was not the remotest intention on 
‘the part of the Government to accept a 
tender of the first description. I think 
I may say that. The Government had 
not the means to undertake the distribu- 
tion themselves, and they knew that 
perfectly well when they put out 
the forms of tender. The whole thing 
was simply a blind, to throw dust 
into the eyes of the meat contractors. 
There were, I believe, twenty-seven 
tenders, but. of course, not one of them 
was accepted. The fact that the Govern 
ment had not the means themselves to 
distribute is very remarkable. 1 believe 
that in most previous wars there has 
been a Commissary General, who has 
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had the distribution of meat or other 
articles in his own hands. I should have 
thought that difticulty would have been 
got over. I think, moreover, | shall 
show that not only had it been decided 
not to accept any of these contracts 
delivered in part, but that it had been 
decided, before going into the considera- 
tion of the contracts, that the Cold 
Storage Company should not have the 
contract, and that a certain syndicate 
which got it should have it. The Cold 
Storage Company was very much in the 
hands of the Dutch population, which 
had made very large profits, and the 
cosmopolitan loyalists in that part of 
the country thought they ought to have 
a share, and that the next contract 
ought to be given to them. Those 
gentlemen were so strong that he was 
perfectly aware that the Government 
could not really resist them. The Cold 
Storage Company had fairly done its 
business, and it had stores and refrigera- 
tors all over the country. It is impossible 


for any company to go into the country , 


and build at once these stores and 
retrigerators. If any person had put 
in a tender and not had these retriger- 
ators, he would have found it impossible 
to complete his contract unless he was 
perfectly certain that the Government 
would be good enough to get refrigera- 
tors or storage places for the particular 
company that was tendering. 

In December last Colonel Morgan came 
over to England. He was a gentleman 
on the staff in Pretoria, whose business 
it had been to look after the contracts 
there. | should like very much to know 
on what mission Colonel Morgan came 
over, what were the communications he 
made, and what were the discussions 
which took place between him and the 
gentlemen in the War Oftice. Three 
tenders were put in—one was from the 
Cold Storage Company, the other Mr. 
Bergl’s tender, and the other the Weil 
tender. Bergl was a man of straw, 
acting for this syndicate of De Beers and 
others. The Leader of the Opposition 
asked if Mr. Weil was the same person 
who made a good deal of money—perhaps 
honestly, perhaps the reverse—out of 
the land transport in South Africa, and 
1 may inform the right hon. Gentleman 
that he is the same person. Berg] 
got the contract. [ think I am 
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right in saying that Bergl tendered 
a halfpenny less than the Cold Storage 
Company for live meat and _ one- 
fiftieth of a penny less for dead meat, 
Of course the dead meat is where you 
make the profit, and I am inclined to 
think that if he did not pick up the 
profit at the War Office he picked it up 
from Mr. Weil. Mr. Weil was in the 
Cold Storage Company, and it is very 
evident that his tender was an absolute 
sham. It was in excess of the Cold 
Storage tender and that of Mr. Bergl, 
and no sooner was the tender accepted 
than Mr. Weil came forward as one of 
the persons in Mr. Bergl’s syndicate. | 
do not know whether the House re- 
members the answers given by the 
Secretary of State for War and the noble 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office. We were at first informed that 
Bergl had got the contract, and he was 
put forward as a very eminent man. We 
were then told he was largely connected 
with the meat business in Australia and 
New Zealand. I shall show that he was 
not connected in any large way with the 
meat business in Australia; and, with 
regard to New Zealand, I believe he has 
some small store, but is not regarded as 
one of the leading men connected with 
the meat business in New Zealand. It 
was, I think, under pressure that we got 
the contract published and that the 
names of these gentlemen were given. 
The noble Lord read out a list of names, 
and that was the first time they heard 
of them. On Tuesday last week the 
noble Lord said — 

‘*Tam not aware whether the persons who 
originally undertook to form the company, as 
shown on the papers presented to Parliament, 
were incorporators. but the persons whose 
names I mentioned in the House are carrying 
through the company.” 

On Thursday the noble Lord said— 

‘*The promotion of the company was cart ied 
out by the War Oftice with Carl Meyer.” 
3erg] had disappeared altogether. 

“«The understanding to promote the ecmpany 
was signed by Carl Meyer, Solomon Bb. Joel 
and Julius Weil. They submitted a list of 
names of gentlemen to act on a Committee to 
represent the company in London.” 

That has a thoroughly patriotic ring! 

*“ Tncorporators (De Beers) only promised to 
be directors.” 

I think I shall be able to show that the 
whole thing was a knock-out from_be- 
ginning to end. Bergi was an admitted 
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dummy, and Joel, Meyer, and Weil were 
treating for a syndicate with these three 
other gentlemen. I asked the noble Lord 
the other day whether Lord Kitchener 
had been commandeering these places, 
and he replied that he had “acquired ” 


them. So much were the Cold Storage 
Company frightened that their best 


stores and refrigerators would be com- 
mandeered, that they amalgamated with 
a number of leading Australian houses. 
The Government dare not treat the 
Colonies in that way. The Australian 
firms who went in with the Cold 
Storage Company were the leading meat 
merchants of Australia, and they very 
much doubted whether there was the 
slightest probability of getting in what 
meat they supplied, for the simple reason 
that they knew the meat trom the 
River Plate Company was cheaper than 
Australian or New Zealand meat. There 
was a curious engagement made in the 


contract. The Government wished to 
stand well with New Zealand and 


Aust:alia, for these countries had com- 
plained that they did not get a fair 
share of the contracts. | do _ not 
believe that because we are at war we 
should give more for our meat in 
Australia than we could get it else- 
where, but that was not the view of 
the Government and Mr. Seddon and 
other eminent Australians. In the con- 
tract it was put down that “if possible ”’ 
these gentlemen should get the meat 
from Australia or New Zealand and 
“give a preference,’ I think it was 
called. I asked the noble Lord whether 
this “if possible ’’ meant at the same 
price as any other which they could 
possibly get. Looking at the list I do 
not think they are the sort of gentlemen 
who would sacrifice much for the love or 
affection of the Colonies. 


Let me ask, what has become of 
Berzl? He has been entirely  dis- 
missed from the discussions, and I 


should think it is very probable that he 
has been given a matter of £20,000, 
£30,000, or £40,000 for coming forward 
as a dummy. and he has now disappeared 
altogether. The intelligent Bergl having 
got the contract in his own name, im- 
mediately trotted off to the Cold Storage 
Company to make an arrangement with 


them, leaving his friends in the lurch, | 


and he suggested to the Cold Storage 
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you find £300,000 
abroad, I can find £200,000, and | 
shall be happy to do so.” I ask the 
House if that is the way a Government 
contract ought to be made. The whole 
thing reads like the proceedings of a 
company in bankruptey. Here you have 
this man Bergl coming forward, who is 
an absolute man of straw, and then 
the Government treat with three other 
gentlemen absolutely unconnected with 
the meat business. I protest against 
this sort of thing, and I say that 
no Government ought to act in this 
fashion. They did not require in this 
matter to employ middlemen. There 
were respectable people in the trade, and 
it appears to me that if they had really 
done as other armies had done, and had 
a Commissary General to look after the 
distribution, they could have got meat 


Company: “If 


‘themselves on fair terms. In any case 


the very fact of Bergl being put forward 
to the House as the person who got the 
contracts, and that we have discovered 
at this present moment that Bergl is a 
mere dummy, isa sufficient reason for an 
inquiry into the whole matter. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
says that there is a good deal that is 
curious and ambiguous in the matter 
itself. There is a great deal. 1 cannot 
find any guarantee that we are not to be 
done in this matter as undoubtedly we 
were done with the Cold Storage Com- 
pany. When an animal was captured, 
the only persons who could buy were the 
Cold Storage Company. ‘That company 
took the animal and handed it back to 
us as meat at contract prices. But when- 
ever the cattle of the Cold Storage Com- 
pany was seized by the Boers, we had to 
pay full value for the meat as under the 
contract. There was no definite thing 
that he could see in the contract as to 
the amount that was to be taken in 
dead meat or in live meat. It was 
almost left for amicable arrangement 
between the company and the officers 
engaged. The whole question of profit 
turns on that. The dead meat is where 
you get the profit. You cannot make a 
large profit on the whole unless these 
captured animals are sold as dead meat. 
With regard tothe question of convoys 
we hear about their going by the railroad. 
The whole thing turns on the convoys. 
The convoys look after the meat, and if 
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we have to pay for the convoys the 
company will pay for very little for their 
own employees. The noble Lord the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
did his very ,best in this matter, but he 
reminds me of the ingenuous son of the 
Vicar of Wakefield when he went out to 
do a little business and came back with 
a gross of green spectacles. I should 
not have so high an opinion of him had 
he not been so thoroughly done by those 
sharks. 

Now as to the remounts from 
Argentina. General Truman was be- 
fore the Committee. I am going to 
state certain facts concerning him. I 
can guarantee that they are facts, and 
I shall leave the House to draw its own 
conclusions. In 1897 General Truman, 
Captain Peters, and Mr. Wood went 
out to Argentina to buy horses. In 
1899, Major Aspinall and Mr. Kennedy 
went out. When General Truman was 
there he made the acquaintance of one 
of the Houlders. Whether Houlder was 
in the horse contract or not I do not 
absolutely know. It is stated that he 
was, and judging from the energetic 
action of the firm, I have very little 
doubt myself that he was. As a matter 
of fact, if the right hon. Gentleman will 
consult any respectable firm connected 
with Argentina he will learn that in the 
matter of the purchase of horses we 
have been thoroughly done. What was 
the outcome of these 26,672 horses sent 
from Argentina, and for which the 
average transport price was £14 5s. 3d. ? 
Who got the contracts? In the main 
Houlder. At first he got £20 per 
head. | do not know whether | 
am correct, but | am told on good 
authority that the figures given in con- 
tracts were not quite correct, because 
it was the habit to put down the 
contract price at £14, and to give an 
extra amount of £2 or £3 for every 
horse landed alive from Argentina. I 
should like to know whether that was 
correct or not. What was the real price 
of the animals? I wanted to see what 
the price of horses shipped from Argen- 
tina to London would be, and I asked a 
friend of mine to obtain tenders from 
divers persons, and I found that the 
price at which I could get a horse was 
£6 10s., although we have paid £14 5s. 3d. 
on the average, and sometimes as 
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high as £20. I have to point out that 
the journey would be very different to 
the Cape, because it is much shorter. 
‘It is little more than half the distance 
‘from Argentina to South Africa as 
compared with the distance to London. 
The noble Lord the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office said to me, in reply to 
a Question, that I should think of the 
cost of forage, and also the expense for 
the fittings of the ships. The cost of 
these ship fittings for horses is £1 per 
head, but when they are for the Govern. 
ment—the Government may perhaps be 
a little more exacting in their demands— 
I am told that the cost may be £1 10s. 
per head, but we will say £2. Forage is 
not at all an expensive thing. The 
horses during the voyage are not given 
oats. They were perhaps given oats on 
the last day, to allow them to land in 
good condition, but as a rule these 
unfortunate animals are fed on maize 
and hay, which can be bought at exceed- 
ingly low prices. I find that General 
Truman is, in his own name, the 
possessor of five shares in. Houlders’ 
Company, but he has also, with Mr. 
Matthew Truman, twenty preference and 
forty ordinary shares. Major Peters is the 
possessor of 200 shares, having a value 
of £1,000; and the nephew of General 
Truman, very soon after the acquaint- 
anceship to which I have referred, was 
appointed a clerk in Houlder’s office, 
where he occupied a good position. | 
believe he is at present in a responsible 
position in one of Heulder’s Companies 
in Australia. My right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition has told us 
what these Argentina horses were. It is 
not the least surprising, considering how 
we bought them. If you are ready to 
buy good horses and pay good prices, 
but allow the middleman to step in and 
take half the amount, you cannot get a 
| good reasonable article. That was the 
case in regard to Argentina horses, 
according to the testimony both of Lord 
Kitchener and Mr. Bergl. The noble 
‘Lord opposite cannot tell us what price 
we have paid. He says that would have 
a bad effect on the prices we are paying 
,now. I entirely deny that. If a man 
had a large number of horses to sell he 
must hold them back for a little, but 
whenever he ascertained the ordinary 
price at which the Government could 
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get horses, you may be perfectly certain 
that they would get the horses. But 
when you go through the middleman 
you know perfectly well that this 
country is being done as regards price, 
and that we are getting an uncommonly 
bad article. 


Now I come to Australian horses. 
Australia is a very good instance of the 
way in which horses are bought and 
what we give for transport. In 1896 
Mr. Lindley and our friend Mr. Bergl 
were partners in Australia. They had a 
little meat business in Bowen, which, in 
1897, became Bergl, Australia, Limited, 
with a capital of £60,000, two-fifths 
of which went to Bergl. In 1899 
Lindley was bought out. Houlder made 
this agreement with Bergl. He had 
agreed to find the working capital. He 
found it either on mortgage or mortgage 
debentures, so that practically to all 
intents and purposes Bergl was about 
as much a dummy as he has been in the 
Cold Storage Company. The whole 
thing was simply Houlders under another 
name. We wanted horses in Australia 
and Queensland, and we sent out an 
agent to the district of which Bowen is 
the centre. Immediately afterwards 
Mr. Houlder arrived. They are very 
clever people, the Messrs. Houlder. In 
the district of which Bowen is the centre 
there is a large number of breeders 
living on the ranches. They have very 
good horses, as all breeders have, but 
they have also second and third-class 
horses. Their speciality is cavalry horses 
for Indiaat from £10 to £12 per head. 
When those breeders heard that we 
wanted horses they were anxious to 
know the price, but it was guarded with 
so much secrecy that they could not get 
it I am told that these breeders 
never could get out of the English 
Government what price they were 
willing to pay for horses. If they 
could only have learned the price the 
breeders would have sent any number 
of good horses at £10, £11, or £12 
Advertisements appeared in newspapers 
from ‘‘ Bergl, Australia,” to buy horses 
and Bergl was really the go-between. 
Bergl, Australia, was themain provider 
of horses. They got horses, and if you 
get a lot of ‘“‘crocks”’ and somebody 
offered you a certain sum of money for 
them, of course they are sold. 1 am 
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told on good authority that the actual 
price paid by the Government for these 
horses was £14. Bergl, Australia, 
Limited, however, advertised in the 
Australian papers for horses, and their 
people went about to the breeders with 
an offer of from £4 to £6, and they got 
horses at that price, but they were not 
chargers. I am given to understand 
that the price paid by the Government 
was £14 to Bergl, Australia, and other 
middlemen. These middlemen paid 
rubbish prices and got rubbishy articles. 
All the carriage of these horses was 
wasted, for they were absolutely worth- 
less. 1 think that shows a very good 
profit. 

The Secretary of State for War says 
that he told Lord Kitchener that he 
must not overwork his horses. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that he told 
him that the horses were sent up from 
the coast too soon, and that no two: 
people ever agreed upon a horss. In 
this case every person who has seen the 
horses provided by the War Office 
considers them to be wretched creatures, 
and there is no disagreement in regard 
to that. Houlders got a contract for 
shipping from Brisbane in 1900 at from 
£16 to £18, and in 1901 at £18. At that 
time the Government were buying 5,000 
horses for Baden-Powell’s Police, and 
the contract was made with a Mr. 
Bertram, who made a sub-contract with 
a Mr. Sleigh at £8. While £16 to £18 
was being paid to Houlders, a contract 
was being made on their account at £2, 
and Mr. Sleigh said that he made a 
very good contract at £6 10s. What 
was the loss? Horses might have been 
had for £7, or, with transport £8 and 
incidentals £2, at £17 per horse. What 
was paid? Fourteen pounds for the 
horse and £18 for transport, or £32 
For good chargers the price would have 
been £12, or, with transport £8 and 
incidentals £2, £22 for a good, useful 
horse, instead of these miserable horses 
which were condemned as soon as they 
got there. I believe there were contracts 
for. horses delivered at the Cape at £40 
per head. Therefore, I think I have 
shown pretty clearly that something 
needs to be inquired into with regard to 


| these facts. 


I must now come back to our 


‘old friend Hungary, because although 
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we have been somewhat surprised in 
regard to the transactions in Hungary, I 
think the Heuse will be still more 
surprised at a few more facts. The 
House will remember that the Yeomanry 
Committee was left to buy these horses, 
and Lewison got a contract for 1,000 
horses at £35 per horse, a man named 
Ranucci got a contract for 1,000 at £35, 
and another man, Vickers, a contract for 
1,000 at £49 per head delivered at the 
Cape. Lewison bought out Ranueci for 
£8,000 and offered to buy out Vickers 
for £7,000. He also agreed to pay 
Hartigan 2) percent. on what he received, 
amounting to something between £2,000 
and £3,000. This is to say that he 
spent on these two contracts £15,000 to 
acquire them. He got later on a 
telegram—** Come back ; complications ”’ 

-from the Yeomanry Committee. He 
returned, and they told him that all 
these contracts were to be cancelled— 
the contracts with himself, Ranucci, and 
with Vickers ; but in consideration of 
this, a new contract was given to Lewison 
to deliver 1,500 at £33 16s. 8d. per 
horse, and there was an engagement that 
all these horses should be bought through 
Lewison, and a further contract was 
made with him for 2,300 horses at £26. 
Subsequently the War Office took the 
purchase of horses for the Yeomanry 
into their own hands, and made a 
contract with Hauser at £25. Hauser 
was paying £8, so that even then the 
Government were paying more than the 
amount they ought to have paid. It is 
not surprising to hear that these horses 
were looked upon as worthless for cavalry 
horses, because the Austrian Government 
themselves give £30 for remounts, and 
how do you suppose you can get cavalry 
remounts there for £8 or £9 when the 
Austrian Government are prepared to 
give £30? Asto transport, Vickers made 
an agreement with a Mr. Van J.aun to 
carry the horses to South Africa at £16 per 
head. When Vickers was put aside, Mr. 
Lewison was applied to as to the trans- 
port, and he at once said, “I know a 
man, Mr. Van Laun,’ having taken good 
care to secure a commission from Mr. 
Van Laun (who was paid by the 
Yeomanry Committee) for the transport 
of the first 1,400 horses—£26 13s, 4d. per 
head, and beyond that number £28. 
Vickers said that he had 
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Colonel St. Quintin of his arrangement 
with Van Laun. Why, then, should the 
Committee pay £26 and £28 to the man 
who had previously agreed to carry 
horses for £16 perhead? If the House 
will look at the evidence given before the 
Departmental Committee on Hungarian 
horses they will see these figures. | 
asked the noble Lord whether he could 
give me any information in regard to 
Hartigan’s evidence, and his reply was— 

‘‘T have no information concerning the South 
African Company and the officer referred to.” 
At any rate, the War Office infor- 
mation was verv defective, but [ 
have the information, and the House of 
Commons will very soon have it also. 
Prior to this, an agreement of a most 
extraordinary character had been made 
between the War Office and the Chartered 
Company. ‘This agreement was that the 
Chartered Company should provide an 
army ; they were to find the men, the 
horses, the equipment, and we were to 
pay the bill. Naturally, the Company 
wanted to buy horses, and, amongst 
other places, they determined to send to 
Hungary. 


Mr. BRODRICK: To what date does 
the hon. Member refer ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I think it was 
1900 that this agreement was entered 
into between the War Office—or perhaps 
it was the Colonial Office; at any rate, 
between the Government and the Char- 
tered Company. 


AN Hon. Member: For Carrington’s 
Horse. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Whether it was 
for Carrington’s Horse or not, it wags for 
a large number of men. But the point 
is that they were to provide the horses 
and equipment, and we were to pay 
for them. Why, I sav the War Office 
knew of the existence of Major Armstrong. 
{ am not in the least complaining that 
I was given an evasive answer, because 
probably the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self did not know, as he was not at the 
War Office at the time, but, as a matter 
of fact, the Chartered Company were in 
the habit of sending in the names of the 
men they were going to use in passing 
the horses and of the veterinary surgeons 





21: 


the 
sen 
“vi 
Af 
Ar 
apy 
Th 
Col 
sup 
was 
had 
mel 
mel 
whe 
was 
kno 
wer 
wer 
hor: 
reje 
imn 
Con 
Sou 
ver} 
two 
Con 
repl 
com 
tow: 
sent 
we 1 
nam 
Maj 
ther 
of al 
the 

idea: 
I ne 
here 
with 
got 

Maje 
lor ¢ 
Whe 
insp 
cept 
pany 
beco 
ior 1 
wort 
The 
hors 
Wha 
we | 
was 
over. 
Hou 
Chat 


8 


ay 


ig. 
iat 
ise 
m- 
he 


in 


he 


ms 





913. «S.A. War—Remounts 


they were employing, and one of those 
sent in was Major Armstrong and the 
“vet.” who accompanied him to South 
Africa was named Wells. Major 
Armstrong, when he obtained this 
appointment, was living at Biarritz. 
The yard was the yard of the Chartered 
Company; Major Armstrong was, I 
suppose, at the head of it, and his name 
was one which the Chartered Company 
had already submitted to the Govern- 
ment. That is why | say the Govern- 
ment did know, or ought to have known, 
when I asked who this Major Armstrong 
was, What happened in this yard?) We 
know that Lewison’s and Hauser’s horses 
were not of the first grade; but there 
were some even worse than the Lewison’s 
horses which we accepted—those that we 
rejected. Those horses, however, were 
immediately drawn into the Chartered 
Company’s yard, passed, sent over to 
South Africa, and we had to pay for the 
very horses we had rejected. Here were 
two sets of gentlemen, the Yeomanry 
Committee and the Chartered Company's 
representatives, sent to buy horses in 
competition with each other in the same 
town, and Colonel Maclean, our repre- 
sentative, had not the remotest idea that 
we were buying those horses under the 
name of the Chartered Company, or that 
Major Armstrong was being paid for 
them by us. Is not that the very climax 
of absurdity, and does it not demonstrate 
the absence of the most elementary 
ideas of simple business! Of course, 
[ need not say there was a Houlder 
here. Houlder arrived on the scene 
with—I do not know how he 
got it—a letter of recommendation to 
Major Armstrong. He got the contract 
for carrying these horses to South Africa. 
When they arrived, there was no sort of 
inspection ; we took them blindly ; we ac- 
cepted them because the Chartered Com- 
pany said they were good ones. What has 
become of them ? How much did we pay 
ior them ? How much did we pay the 
worthy Houlder for transporting them ? 
The Chartered Company also bought 
horses in Argentina, and at New Orleans, 
What became of those horses ? What did 
we pay for them? There again, Houlder 
was the person who carried the horses 
over. How much did we pay the worthy 
Houlder? In the United States, the 


Chartered Company seemed to have made | 
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a contract for horses and mules with a 
Mr. Anson. I should like to know what 
that contract was. There was one con- 
tract for horses in the name of Mr. 
Anson, connected with the War Office, 
which Mr. Anson sold to Mr. Leiter fora 
very large sum of money. I ask myself 
—because I do not know—whether that 
was this particular contract with the 
Chartered Company, or whether Mr. 
Anson had two contracts. If ever an 
inquiry was needed, I think one is needed 
in regard to these matters. The Financial 
Secretary the other day, in answer to a 
(Juestion, said there had been certain 
frauds discovered in reference to equip- 
ments, saddlery, bandoliers, ete., into 
which an investigation was being made. 
We know a large number of shoddy 
saddles and bandoliers were rejected here. 
I should like to know whether those were 
the saddles and bandoliers in regard to 
which there has been fraud; also 
whether the investigation is in connection 
with this bargain with the Chartered 
Company, or whether it is between the 
War Office and their employees in South 
Africa and the persons who committed 
the frauds. 

But I have not got to the end of 
this remarkable bargain. The Chartered 
Company were to get men. They senta 
Mr. Goode to America for that purpose. 
He passed though the United States, and 
arrived in Canada, where he had inter- 
views with Lord Minto and Sir Wilfred 
Laurier. Atter that, there was a corres- 
pondence between the Colonial Office and 
Sir Wilfred Laurier or Lord Minto, with 
the result that Mr. Goode was withdrawn. 
[ suppose Mr. Goode was withdrawn 
because he was told that the Canadians 
were not going to stand this sort of 
nonsense ; they were prepared to send 
soldiers for the British Army, but they 
were not prepared to allow their country 
to be used as a recruiting or crimping 
ground ior the mythical soldiers of the 
Chartered Company. The arrangement 
with the Yeomanry Committee was 
startling enough; but this grandiose 
arrangement with the Chartered Com- 
pany, under which we have to pay with- 
out having an opportunity of verifying 
whether a proper price was paid, or 
whether the article was worth anything at 
all, is even more startling. What became 
of the whole army ? What have we paid 








215 S. A. War—Remounts 


altogether ? Have any steps been taken to | 
to check the prices ? Has any sort of inves- | 


tigation been made to see if the articles 
were of any value whatever, or absolute 
rubbish? This is a case in which a Com- 
mittee is positively necessary. There are a 
great many other contracts—forage con- 


tracts, equipment contracts, land trans- 


port contracts in South Africa—and there 


are the contracts which have been entered | 


into in England and Ireland in respect of 
the purchase of horses at home. 

I said at the beginning of my speech 
that I would merely produce a few 
samples. I have been able to state only 
the broad facts in regard to those samples ; 
if | entered into details | should require 
hours. But I putit to any business man 
opposite: Have I not made out a fair 
ease for aninquiry ! I think I have. I 
know perfectly well the Government will 
resist it. Does the Government say they 
will have the inquiry at the end of the 


war? They want to put it off till 
Doomsday. Even the Hungarian Re- 


mounts Committee made such revelations 
that the country was perfectly astounded ; 
and the Government newspapers, which 
up to now have told us that if we dared to 
say a word against the Government we 
were traitors to our country, complained of 
the action of the Government, and said 
they supported the Government be- 
cause if they did not they would 
go from bad to worse, and might 
possibly fall into the hands of the 
Gentlemen on this side of the House. 
3ut the Government have a majority, and 
by that majority they can burke inquiry. 
It would, however, be most unfair if they 
did so. This is a ease which concerns the 
(Government themselves; they are the 
magistrates ; to all intents and purposes 
they sit on the bench and decide whether 
or not there is a case for inquiry ; they 
know that they are responsible, directly 
or indirectly, for all that has occurred, 
and in refusing an inquiry they are acting 
as magistrates in their own case. 
take that course, the country must be 
left to form its own conclusion. I do not 
think there 
conclusion. The country may have been 
fogged in regard to the origin of the 
war, but in this matter of business they 


are not absolute fools, and they will come | 


to the opinion that things must be bad, 
and probably that they are worse than 


really is the case, for the Government | and within six months the right hon. 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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to refuse to grant such an inquiry as has 
been granted on former occasions, par- 
ticularly during the Crimean War, | 
have not the slightest doubt that the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite are 
perfectly honest, well-meaning, and pains- 
taking ; but taking them as business men, 
charged with important concerns, | 
really believe if you look at the first 
twelve men in the street you would find 
men who could not be worse, and who 
in all probability would be better. 


(6.30.) Mr. BRODRICK: Judging 
from the condition of the Opposition 
Benches, it would be difficult to realise 
that we are discussing a Motion of want 
of confidence in the Government brought 
forward by the Leader of the Opposition, 
and for which two days are demanded. 
Nor do we find further evidence in the 
degree of enthusiasm excited by the 
speeches which have occupied the last 
two hours, or the tone of the speech with 
which the Motion was introduced. In 
that speech and the whole tone of it 
there was an absence of that element 
which I will venture to say would have 
commended itself to the attention of 
Members on both sides of the House, and 
that is if the right hon. Gentleman had 
pleaded, as he might have done if he had 
had a case, that refusal of his Motion 
would, in some way or other, militate 
against the effective conduct of the war. 
Not a word was there in that speech 
from first to last about the effectual 
conduct of the war. The essence of the 
speech was a Party attack upon the 
Government, without any allegation that 
Lord Kitchener, and the troops under his 
command, are suffering owing to mistakes 
said to have been made. [‘*Oh, ob.”} 
Certainly not. I refer to the right hon. 
Gentleman. If there are, let him tell me 
in what particular in regard to these con- 
tracts the Army in the field are being 
ill-supplied, or show that we have failed 
in any source of supply to meet the 
wants of the troops, except in some 
instances in the kind of horses, which in 
every instance have been supplied more 
largely than they were asked for. 

The right hon. Gentleman’s conduct from 
before the commencement of the war 
has been of a piece all along. Before 
| the war, he urged in this House that this 
‘country had nothing to justify war, 
‘nothing to justify preparation for war; 





17 
Get 
lob] 
Go 
pari 
for 
mal 
adv 
that 
to 
But 
itsel 
whe 
but 
fore 
pres 
whi 
drat 
ton 
to n 
pres 
pers 
not 
pres 
The 
dan: 
the 
by | 
righ 
prov 
num 
we 
orga 
of | 
falla 
we 
expe 
a yi 
capit 
who 
their 
wher 
orga 
dang 
of v1 
whol 
deba 
to ca 
I mo 
real 
Le 
what 
betw 
man. 
the I 
carr 
times 
time 
and 
Ther 


vc 


16 970 «SS. 4. War—Remounts {17 Marcu 1902} and other Contracts. 218 
has Gentleman patrolled his Party into the so earnestly as I do that these matters, 
var- lobby for a vote of censure on the having been raised, should be inquired 
I Government for want of foresight in pre- into and reported upon. There is no 
the paring for war; and now he comes position so intolerable for a Minister of 
are forward, and I thought possibly he might | this House as that of having to maintain 
ins- make a speech which would have the responsibility and to be attacked day by 
en, advantage of a death-bed repentance, and day, not only in the House but by in- 
x. that he would in a patriotic spirit urge us yyendoes outside the House; to hear 
rst to take up subjects we had neglected. | continual charges made of incapacity and 
ind But, instead of that, his speech resolves corruption against a Department while 
rho itself into the mere consideration, not being unable to bring at the earliest 
whether we can improve the supplies, possible moment these allegations to the 
but whether the Government should be test and vindicate, as we can vindicate, 
Ing forced at a moment of the greatest the character of those who have made 
—_ pemmare 60 handicap the Department on these contracts. Because we refused to 
lise which the life of the war depends, by have a full inquiry into the war while 
ant drawing away the attention of officials or PEI ay 4 3 ces 
apres Me Aon -ahe,, the war is going on, we incurred grave 
ght tomake inquiry into the past, rather than cmnin teat Gin ks at tn Te: 
on, to make the first object provision for the h ‘ "ee , , “ < ‘wath 
, ae ae caality that Dut the first moment we did publish- 
led. present. rhe feeling of unreality that ee eee a ‘ble. th yr" 
the pervades that speech from first to last could “4 mpl ™ = bens er tesagerw Mage eget > : 
the fe to Mather anmenamateil Uhm ter am a> the responsibility for that also—the first 
last pression used in regard to the contracts. mer ge that we published despatches 
‘ith The right hon. Gentleman said grave which reflected onthe conduct of certain 
In danger would accrue to the country from officers, bed incurred _ double Seen 
t it the high pitch of organisation attained 'T0™ the Opposition for doing, in 
ent by Government purveyors. Is it the TSponse to a definite inquiry and on the 
pes tight hon. Gentleman's ideal that, in smallest scale, that which we are called 
of providing for our troops in enormous upon mn the most vehement language \to 
and numbers and under severe conditions, 4° in regard to the widest operations. 
had we should rely on purveyors without We have no fear of ‘nquiry. We have 
had organisation ! Does he lend the weight nothing to fear ; and when the inquiry 
ion of his high authority to the absurd takes place at will reveal nothing ¥of 
ate fallacy cast about with jokes that, when which the Government will have cause 
eer we have contracts to give involving be ashamed. I have nothing to fear 
ech J expenditure of from four to five millions ©" deprecate in inquiry. I press for it. 
ual a year, we should not try to find I demand it as the right of my Depart- 
the apitalists on whom we can depend and ment. rhe sole question between us and 
the who can be depended upon to carry out the right hon. Gentleman Det oo 
pe: their contracts? What does he mean tion of principle, it is a question of time 
pe when he says that a high pitch of 1 will—if the House will allow me—show 
h.”] organisation among contractors 1s a as briefly as | can to the House why no 
me, danger to the country! From my point Minister responsible for the conduct of a 
me § % View, and feeling very acutely on the war on this scale can possibly contemplate 
one whole of this subject, so far as the with equanimity an inquiry of the mag- 
ing debate has gone it has not seemed to me) nitude suggested by the right hon. 
‘led to carry Us much further in the direction Gentleman while the war is proceeding. 
the [ most desire to go, in elucidation of the: Now, I take first the case of the 
yme real facts of the case. remounts. I will not follow the 
1 in Let the House clearly understand|hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
ore § what is the real point of difference | down into the number of cases he has 
between us and the right hon. Gentle-| brought out, and which, I confess, I 
om § man. We recognise, as every Member of | thought he brought out at great length 
war § the House must recognise, that a business with very little authority behind them. 
ore ff carried on and expanded to ten or twenty | He told usa long story founded on gossip 
this § times its usual size within a very short | as to the relations of certain persons who 
var, § time must be carried on with some faults | had taken contracts with certain other 
ar; J} and some mistakes and loss of money. | persons, failing to touch the main ques- 
100+ | There is no man in the House can desire tion whether the contracts were made on 
VOL. CV. [FourtTa SERIEs. | [ 
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proper terms. He said he was about to 
astonish the House on the subject of 
remounts purchased in Hungary, and he 
brought forward a story uncorroborated, 
unsupported, and without anything to 
commend it to our notice, that horses 
re ected by His Majesty's Government 
were subsequently bought by an official 
of the Chartered Company. Well, he 
may be right or wrong. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: My authority 


was Mr. Lewison. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Well, he introduces | 


one witness who was refused a contract 
or the renewal of a contract, and that 
is what is implicitly believed by hon. 
Members on the other side. Do let us 
have an end to these absurd views of 
this matter. For every man who gets a 
contract from the Government, there are 
probably fifteen or twenty who are dis- 
appointed because they do not get con- 
tracts. I spend much of my time in 
deciding against some of these men who 
have no status, no power to carry out a 
contract, who come with strong recom- 
mendations, sometimes from Members of 
-arliament ; and I have had such who 
said, if I did not give him the contract, a 
Member would cal! me to account in the 
House. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Did you kick him out of the 
office ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: These are the men 
who go to newspapers—to some news- 
pape:s—with stories about horses thirty- 
five years old having been purchased bv 
the Government, or some equally absurd 
cock-and-bull stories, which are copied 
into minor newspapers throughout the 
country, who ask us to prove such a thing 
when weare buying 15,000 a month ; and 
it is assumed by some people that His 
Majesty’s Government have been fools 
enough to allow themselves to be duped. 
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right hon, Gentleman, without citing his 
authority for the statement, says that I, 
next day, because of what occurred in 
the House, called on General Truman to 
resign. But the right hon. Gentleman 
entirely ignored, or did not remember, 
the explanation I gave in this House. | 
said I could not go beyond that state- 
ment, because the matter would go before 
a Court of Inquiry; but that I had had 
occasion to bring before the Commander- 
in-Chief certain points in regard to 
General Truman some months before, 
aud that I felt he was not sufficiently 
strong for the position he occupied. 
There were certain points in his evi 
dence given before the Committee upon 
which I told General Truman I could 
not defend him in the House of Com- 
mons. I also told General Truman that I 
had in contemplation a scheme for the re- 
organisation of his Department, and that 
his position would have to be considered, 
When the question arose as to the action 
of this officer, General Truman asked for 
a Court of Inquiry, and this was granted. 
I gave him a Court of Inquiry on the 
suggestion of the Commander-in-Chiel, 
and that I submit was a proper military 
position to take up. If I am to be denied 
the right of bringing before a Court of 
Inquiry the officer about whose conduct 
—not as affecting his honour, but in re- 
lation to his capacity —dou bts have arisen. 
whether expressed in this House or not, 
then I say that the whole system of call- 
ing Ministers to account in this House is 
a farce. If they are not to be allowed to 
inquire in their own Departnient as to 
the truth of any allegation, it is a farce. 

I will tell the House frankly how we 
s and in regard toremounts. It is quite 
true that attacks have been made upon 
the price paid for the horses sent from 
Hungary in the first instance. I will 
not labour the point that those horses 
were ordered by the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee, and that noone connected with 
the War Office was in any way respon- 
sible for the passing of them. ‘The work 





was delegated by my predecessor, and in 
my opinion rightly delegated, at a time 
when the War Office was conducting a 


But all this gossip I dismiss. I am sorry 
the right hon. Gentleman made the 
observations he did in regard to General 
Truman. He must knowthat my hands | business ten or twenty times larger than 
are absolutely tied at this moment in| any it had undertaken before. But 
regard to General Truman. General | with regard to the utility of those horses, 
Truman’s name was mentioned very and whether they were well chosen or 
strongly in debate in the House, and the | not, we have no evidence as yet, except 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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that of prejudiced persons. It is perfectly 
true that it has transpired in South | 
Africa that neither the Hungarian nor 
Argentine horses, nor, in some cases, the 
horses from North America, were satis- 
factory unless they were corn-fed, and 
most of them are not. It has been estab- 
lished that, though they may be good- 
looking and sound and pass every test, 
they do not stand the immense work of 
trekking in South Africa. But that is 
an impeachment, not against our veter- 
inary surgeons and purchase officers, 
but against the horse supply of the 
world, At this moment we have the 
greatest difficulty in procuring horses. 
We have made demands for horses of a 
particular stamp onthe horse market 
world which are unprecedented in the 
history of the world. We havetaken an 
enormous number of horses away from 
Australia, and it is difficult for us to get 
the precise horse described by the right 
hon. Gentleman, the small compact 
horse suitable forthe purpose. We have 
the same difficulty in North America. 
We are in some cases, so great are our 
exertions, bringing horses a fifteen and 
twenty days journey in trucks to the ports 
where they are to be shipped. We have 
secured the best officers we can, and if 
the service is not good at this moment, 
it is due not to want of attention on the 
part of those who conduct it. I realised 
soon after I took office that the service, 
especially in regard to the remount 
depots in South Africa, required most 
careful attention. After repeated com- 
munication with Lord Kitchener, Lord 
Roberts decided to send out Lord Downe 
and Colonel Hotham to South Africa. We 
have not yet received their report ; but I 
am glad to say that they report in general, 
as far as they have gone, that the or- 
ganisation of the remount depots in 
South Africa—I will not say is perfect, 
for nothing is perfect—but has now at 
all events reached a high pitch of effici- 
ency. They are thoroughly satisfied that 
the best is being done for the horses. 
The same difficulties have occurred in 
Australia, and we have asked them to go 
to Australia, and they are due to arrive 
there ina few days. We have sent for 
inspection work to Hungary two officers 
(one an _artillery officer). We have sent | 
to the United States also, to inspect and 
report on the system there, General | 


| 
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Stewart and another artillery officer. 
We have sent a commission to Palestine ; 
and we have a transaction, which I hope 
will be effective, with those who more 
directly provide horses for the Hungarian 
cavalry, with the object of opening some 
part of the Hungarian market again to 
us fora higher stamp of horse. There 
is also a special cargo from the Argentine. 
And there is absolutely no attempt which 
can be made to improve the supply of 
horses which has not been made, or 
which is not being made by the Govern- 
ment at this moment. 

I put these facts before the House 
for this reason. To ask us at this 
moment to submit all these opera- 
tions to a Committee of the House will 
be not to advance our efforts, but to 
paralyse the Department altogether. If 
an inquiry is to be of any use, it must 
relate to the earlier periods of the war. 
In Australia, at the earlier stages, there 
were four officers purchasing for us; 
one is now in South Africa, and one is 
in Egypt. You must recall them both 
if you wish to know what was the value 
of the contracts which have been called 
in question by the hon. Member for 
Northampton. We have had five officers 
in Argentina. Two are now in South 
Africa and one is in North America. 
We had two officers in Italy purchasing 
mules; one is now in South Africa. We 
had five in Spain ; one is now in Canada 
and onein North America. The veterin- 
ary surgeons, whose evidence you must 
have, are scattered all over the world, 
either purchasing in other places or 
travelling in the ships which are landing 
horses at the rate of 400 a day in South 
Africa. Either you must make your 
inquiry partial or stop all these operations. 
Let me say this. I reject altogether the 
proposal made by the late Prime Minister 
that the inquiry should begin, and that 
the officers who are attacked should be 
left to make good their case afterwards. 
How can you expect men on active 
service, or doing severe remount work in 
South Africa, or purchasing for you in 
New Orleans or Melbourne, to keep up 
their feeling of self-respect and honour 
when innuendoes of this sort are to be 
made against them on this side of the 
water, and when they are told that some 
six months or a year hence they may 
come over and give a different story ? 


I 2 
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This is not a picture which has been 
overdrawn. You had, ina solemn debate 
in the House of Lords, the late Prime 
Minister impeaching the honour of 
British officers and taking away the 
character of a man who has commanded 
the Royal Dragoons on the evidence of 
an hotel waiter, who accused a man who 
has never smoked in his life of living on 
the cigars of a contractor; and who 
went bail for the inefficiency of 600 
horses without, perhaps, knowing any 
more about horses than a gentleman 
who has never ridden one. When you 
get that sort of evidence at the expense 
of an officer, who has felt it acutely, what 
will be the sort of feeling among the men 
pulled up by the hon. Member for 
Northampton to give evidence before a 
Committee whose doings are solemnly 
recorded before the whole public? 
These men are to have their characters 
taken away, and are told that in a year's 
time they may come over and vindicate 
themselves. 

Sir, the right hon Gentleman gives 
his own case away in this respect. 
He wants to begin this inquiry, and he 
makes light of these difficulties. But 
the main counts on which he arraigns us 


are in regard to the contracts made in 
South Africa or abroad. The meat 


contract, which was made a year and 
two months ago, was made by Lord 
Kitchener himself in South Africa. There 
have been a lot of stories about land 
transport in South Africa, and bullocks 
taught to lie down and resuscitate them- 
selves from time to time. There is no 
man in this House or at the War Office 
who can answer these questions. You 
must call back the supply officers re- 
sponsible for distributing supplies to 
220,000 men at this moment. The 
remounts | have already dealt with. On 
what pretence is all this to be done? | 
will not deny the right of the House to 
inquiry and to the fullest information 
which can be given; but the right 
hon. Gentleman, and still more the hon. 
Member for Northampton, when they 
came to discuss the meat contract, first 
put at the highest the enormous profits 
made by the Cold Storage Company, 
and then proceeded to denounce all the 
means by which we had broken down 
that monopoly and obtained a cheaper 
contract. They say we were wrong in 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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having a competition in which there 
were only three contractors at the finish. 
Can we make contractors? We have 
tried various means. We have tried to 
divide contracts, and to enable those 
who could not distribute to land the 
supply at Cape ports. But there remained 
three contractors in at the finish, and 
the right hon. Gentleman discovers 
collusion between the three. The Cold 
Storage Company, who lost the whole 
business, are supposed to have been in 
collusion with a totally different set of 
men, who have taken it from them. 
Mr. Weil puts it at a higher figure and 
is defeated. When he finds that a syn- 
dicate is being got up to work the 
contract—and we are accused of not 
being business men because we give the 
contract to asyndicate who have half a 
million or a million capital instead of to 
a man who could not be expected to have 
so much capital— when Mr. Weil finds 
that a syndicate is formed and joins that 
svndicate, then there is collusion between 
him and the men who got the contract 
at a lower figure and cut him out of 
taking the whole profit. 

The whole tone in which this par- 
ticular contract has been discussed 
illustrates, I venture to say, the flimsy 
nature of the arguments by which 
the Motion is supported. I quite admit 
that the first contract was given at too 
high a price; but it was a very specu 
lative contract for those who took it. 
High interest means bad security. The 
Cold Storage Company made too large a 
sum; but if we are to investigate that 
contract, then, indeed, that operation 
which the right hon. Gentleman thought 
to be so ridiculous, must take place, and 
Lord Kitchener, amongst other officers, 
must be recalled in order to explain 
what should be self-evident to the House 
—that that contract was given at a time 
when the first object of any contract was 
to feed the troops at all hazards, and 
when we should have ineurred the 
censure of every Member if any soldier 
had gone hungry because we had refused 
to give more than eightpence for a thing 
which the contractor offered to provide 
for ninepence. The best proof that that 
contract was justified in that respect is 
in the remarks made by Lord Roberts 
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long before any question with regard to 
it came up, when he said— 

“My wishes were always forestalled with 
regard to supplies. It is true that the men did 
pot always receive full rations ; but that was 
caused by the length of the lines of communi- 
eations and by the difficulties of distribution.” 
Never a day since the beginning of 
the war, certainly last year, has any man 
gone short in the matter of supply 
because it was not sent from here in 
proper condition when landed at Cape 
Town. These have been the difficulties 
of calling witnesses. 

Now let me ask the House to consider 
the condition of the Department into 
which you seek to inquire. The two 
Departments of the War Office more 
particularly concerned are the Quarter- 
master-General’s Department and the 
Contracts Department. Many hard 
things have been said of the Con- 
tracts Department ; but after all a 
Committee of the House appointed 
two years ago made a report which 
shows that matters in that De- 
partment were far better than most hon. 
Members believe them to be. I will give 
the House some figures which will show 
the pressure on that Department. The 
ordinary equipment of that Department 
in 1898-99 was thirty-two officials ; now 
it is extended to sixty-nine officials. The 
number of papers dealt with last year 
before the war was 48,000; the numbers 
received in 1900-01 were 124,000. The 
tenders issued in 1898-99 were 45,000 ; 
last year they were 114,000. The num- 
ber of contracts placed, into the majority 
of which the right hon, Gentleman 
desires that the House should inquire, 
were 10,000 last year. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of forage— and of forage 
alone separate contracts placed in Lon- 
don were 1,300, the amount covered by 
them being over 500,000 tons of hay 
and 600,000 tons cf oats. Then there 
were innumerable contracts placed in 
South Africa. These demands have not 
been met without the most self-sacri- 
ficing energy on the part of the mem- 
bers of that Department. I have had 
the average taken out of the papers for 


1899. Their proper working day is 


seven hours. In 1899 they were work- 
ing close on nine hours a day; in 1900 
they were working all the year round 
between eleven and twelve hours a day. 


In 1901, by various help in the way of 
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staff, they were working nine and ten 
hours a day; but at present the average 
is nine and a half hours a day. I ask 
the House how is it proposed that 
these men under the heads of Depart- 
ments, on whom these responsible tenders 
are pressing at the rate of 10,000 a vear, 
and contracts at the rate of 300 a week, 
should divert their minds from their 
proper business while the pressure lasts 
and come before a Committee to answer 
questions on every paper ? 

I was at the War Office after the war 
of 1882--83-84. That was a small war, 
only 30,000 men being engaged in it. 
But there were ten times as many 
scandals connected with that war than 
there have been with this war, in which 
you have had ten times as many men 
engaged. Inquiries were in full swing 
when I came to the War Office. I say 
as a matter of experience that it is 
absolutely impossible to get good work 
out of the heads of Departments while 
attending Committees. They had to 
attend twice a week, and on every occa- 
sion they were asked for returns, papers, 
and particular cases ; and quite right, too. 
I myself, if I had anything to say, should 
present certain cases which must be 
brought in. But when a man has to 
answer questions he must make himself 
master of these cases. and when his re- 
putation is at stake he knows that a man 
may lose the reputation of thirty years 
in an examination of as many minutes. 
It is not in reason to ask men who are 
engaged in this manner to quit all their 
ordinary duties in order that an examina- 
tion of this character may be held a few 
months earlier. That is my case. We 
have heard a great deal of what I may 
call ‘‘ sniping” in another place ; and I 
am glad that this inquiry is put in 
a concrete form in the Motion of the 
Leader of the Opposition. What is the 
value of these discussions in another 
place, in which one noble Lord urges 
that the remounts must be inquired into, 
while another noble Lord says that in 
South Africa every column he saw was 
admirably mounted? Another noble 
Lord said that the wine contracts should 
be inquired into, because the wine was 
bad, while another noble Lord, who said 
that he had been in hospital for weeks, 
never heard a word of complaint about 
the wine. Ifthere were burning scandals 
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going on which impaired the efficiency of 
our troops, I would say cast everything 
to the winds and inquire; but I would 
ask hon. Members whether there has 
been any war in which there has been 
less complaint by the troops than the 
present war. [| noticed the other night 
the Crimean War. My right hon. friend 
the Member for North East Manchester 
was there. Let him tell the House what 
was the condition of our 20,000 to 
30,000 troops as compared with the 
200,000 men we have in South Africa. 
Or take the Soudan campaign, for which 
the right hon. Gentleman was respon- 
sible. 

The right hon. Gentleman was at 
the War Office in 1880-82. I do not 
want to pursue his history there, or to 
put anything on him which he cannot 
properly bear. But I must say that, if 
the right hon. Gentleman comes here to 
vindicate War Office efficiency, the cir- 
cumstances in which he left the War 
Office in 1895, the position in which he 
left the country, not merely in regard to 
small-arm ammunition, which did come 
out, but to the efficiency of the artillery, 
which did not come out—it was too 
serious at the time to bring out—were 
such that if complication had ensued in 
South Africa—{‘‘ Hear, hear,” from Sir 
H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN.| The right 
non. Gentleman cheers ironically, but 
twice the amount of ammunition he left 
was soon running short in South Africa ; 
and the whole of the artillery he left was 
such that, if we had depended on his 
supply, we must have cleared out of 
South Africa after the first three months. 
[In the 1882 war there were scandals 
with regard to warlike stores which have 
not occurred in South Africa. There 
were complaints of scandals with regard 
to camels, with regard to almost every 
store and appliance which the then 
Government had provided. I ask any 
officer who may have served in both 
campaigns, an officer like the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Biggleswade Division of Bed- 
fordshire 
which campaign, although these enor- 
mous demands have been made 
in South Africa, the troops were best 
supplied. 
with regard to any foreign war, a 
war like the Russo-Turkish war. 
But we have had one war lately in 

Mr. Brodrick. 
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Let my hon. friend say in | 


I will not trouble the House | 
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which a great nation undertook a task 
three or four times as large as they ever 
expected to undertake, not far from our 
own condition, though much smaller in 
degree than the American war. I think 


there are Members of the House who. 


saw something of that campaign. Let 
any of them tell the House who come 
hest out of it. Did we, or the American 
Government? If you make a comparison, 
the inference would be that there has 
not only been a marked improvement, 
but an immense improvement, in all 
our organisation ; and, this being so, I 
think we should not be in too great a 


hurry to allege that the Government are- 


trying to shield themselves in that work 


for a few months and to put off the: 


inquiry. 

Sir, my appeal to the House is 
based not on any consideration for the 
Department, but solely and simply on 
the efficiency of the public service. I 
do not want to be shielded myself. I 
am ready to come forward in respect of 
the main trouble, and I am anxious that 
all the facts should be made public, but I 
appeal to the House to let this case be 
fought out on the ground of efficiency. 
I would appeal to Members on the 
opposite side of the House on the ground 
of the efficient conduct of the war. I 
make no appeal to those who have hung 
on our backs throughout, and who have, 
by speech and action in the House, 
encouraged our enemies. Their utter- 
ances, and those of the Leader of the 
Opposition, are written indelibly in the 
hearts of all our soldiers in South Africa. 
Nor do I make any appeal to those who 
just a week ago cheered so loudly the 
discomfiture of Lord Methuen. But I 
do appeal to all Members of the House 
who desire the eampaign to be satis- 
factorily carried through to support the 
Government, not in burking any inquiry 
at the present moment for their own 
advantage, but in postponing it to a 
season when it can be properly carried 
through, being confident in the interval 
that everything which devotion to the 
public service can do wil! be done to 
provide our Army in the field with those 
things which will make it efficient with 
the least possible cost to the public. 


*(7.15.) Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, 
W.) said that after the speech made b 
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the Leader of the Opposition they had a 
right to expect a common-sense reply 
from the Secretary of State for War, 
not an harangue full of Party feeling. 
It was very much to be regretted that 
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n 


| investigated, appeared to 
the height of ineptitude. 


the Seevetary of State for War had | 


failed to keep free from Party feeling 


' Motion 


in the speech he had just delivered. | 


This was a debate of a business nature 
alone. and there had been brought into 
it by the right hon. Gentleman all kinds 
of feeling with reference to past wars 
and past Ministers. In fact, they had 
every kind of argument that need not 
have been applied, and they had none of 
the arguments that ought to have been 
applied. The right hon. 
had stated that he would not give an 
inquiry now. He did not state that an 
inquiry ought not to be given. He 
brought forward the argument that it 
would be inconvenient for the Depart- 
ment to be disturbed in its present 
work. There was some weight in the 
former portions of his speech, and had 


Gentleman | 


the right hon. Gentleman not proceeded | 


toarouse Party feeling, he should have 
respected him more. Allegations had been 
openly made in the Press, and in this 
House, against officers employed in the 
Remount Department in connection with 
the purchase of horses inthe past, but the 
right hon. Gentleman declined to bring 
those persons home at present. He 
should think that if any employer of 
labour heard a serious charge brought 
against one of his agents, with sufficient 
prinui fucie evidence to back it up, that 
employer would not object to have an 
inquiry because it would distract him in 
the carrying on of his business. He 
would at all costs withdraw that agent 
and employ some one else, and before 
employing that agent further, 
would satisty himself as to the charge 
which had been brought. But the argu- 
ment brought forward was that those 
officers who were charged with miscon- 


duct were not to have the charges’ 


investigated. 


Mr. BRODRICK asked what miscon- 
duet the hon. Gentleman alluded to. 
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were charged on sufficient primd facie 
evidence with incapacity for the work of 
horse buying should not have the charges 
him to be 
The right 
the 
the 
were 


Gentleman assumed that 
was to inquire into 
10,000 contracts a year which 


hon. 


dealt with, but that was a misconcep- 


tion on his part, if not an attempt to 


mislead the House as to the meaning of 
the Motion. No one supposed that the 
whole thing could be gone into. There 


| : aa . 
had been certain charges of incapacity or 


to particular 


misconduct in regard 


| officers brought before the House, and 


he | 


he said it was the duty of the 
Government immediately to investigate 
these charges. To delay the inquiry 
would be to encourage inefficiency. The 
right hon. Gentleman told the House 
that nothing was brought forward to 
show that any of the alleged defects 
with regard to the War Office contracts 
had interfered with the efficient conduct 
of the war. He justified the first meat 


contract upon the ground of the 
punctuality of the delivery of the 
material. That might have been so. 


but there were serious allegations of 
treason in connection with that punctu- 
ality. It was said that the nature of 
conditions in carrying out the contract 
enabled many persons who were not in 
sympathy with this country and its 
warlike operations to know about the 


/movements of the troops, and to be in a 


position to give information to the 
enemy. 
The right hon. Gentleman had 


challenged them to point out what had 
happened in regard to the efficient 
carrying on of the war on account of 
the contracts. That was a matter 
which was not before the House at 
present. What they wished to bring 
before the House was that officers who 
had been buying horses in the past were 
still at work buying horses for the 
present and the future. It was very 


clear that many of the stampedes and 


*Mr. YOXALL said he used the term | 


rather loosely, perhaps, but he meant in 
the sense of incapacity for the work of 
buying horses. To say that officers who 


‘inquiry 


the boltings of horses had been due to 
the breakdown of the Remount Depart- 
ment. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
mean to suggest that the proposed 
into the efficiency of the 
Remount Department with the view 
of improving it in future had nothing 
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to do with the efficient conduct of | 
the war! The right hon. Gentleman | 
had referred to the preparations for this | 
war as compared with those for the 
Crimean war almost half a century ago. | 
He should have thought that improve- 
ments had inevitably been made in 
our system since then. He regretted 
that it was impossible for him to move 
the Amendment of which he had given 
notice, but he would give the House the 
facts which he desired to state. The 
House had been told that three years 
prior to the outbreak of the war officers 
of the Remount Department went to 
the River Plate. There they made the 
acquaintance of a prominent member of 
thefirm which had shipped so many horses, 
and which had become prominently con- 
nected with the second meat contract. 
It was a fact that Messrs. Truman and 
Peters got on terms of friendly acquaint- 
ance with a member of the firm of Houlder 
Brothers. He believed that so close was 
that acquaintance that at the end of the 
visit, and when coming away, a presen- 
tation by the officers to a member 
of the firm took place. He brought no 
charge against the firm of Houlder 
Brothers from a business point of view. 
According to the canons of business he 
supposed it was justifiable for Houlder 
Brothers, or any other firm, to obtain 
business by every lawful operation. He 
meant by every lawful operation, one 
which did not come within the reach of 
the law. He asked the Secretary 
of State for War if he had inquired, as 
he had promised, into the case of Major 
Peters. The allegation against Major 
Peters was that at the time he was a 
remount officer and in friendly relations 
with this particular firm, he invested | 
two sumsof £500 each in the proprietary | 
of two ships built specially for the convoy 
of horses from the River Plate to South 
Africa, which ships afterwards passed into 
the Houlder Line. This was done at the | 
time when Major Peters was an 
officer of the Department which 
had the giving out of contracts 
for the 


{COMMONS} 


conveyance of horses. If! 
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He was loth to mention the name of 
Major General Truman, whose case was 
sub judice, but he alleged that General 
Truman was himself a shareholder, both 
personally and with a companion, in 
Houlder Brothers, and that his nephew was 
employed by that firm. It had been 
alleged to him by a person competent to 
make the allegation that General Truman’s 
nephew was after a short period employed 
at a higher salary on the ground that his 


uncle was giving contracts from the War 
Office. That nephew was still in the 


employment of the firm of Houlder 
Brothers. These were things which sug. 
gested the commencement of that long 
and growing connection between the War 
Office and the particular firm which gave 
so much reason for suspicion. It was all 
very well for a Minister to stand up for 
his Department, it was perfectly proper 
for a Department to stand up for its 
officers, and he supposed it was also 
proper for other ministers to stand up for 
a colleague charged with a_ particular 
Department, but he submitted that it was 
very important indeed to decide, as soon 
as possible, by investigation, whether the 
allegations of this kind brought by men 
who knew, men who were in a position to 
know, and whom he could, so to speak, put 
into the box before a Select Committee, 
were or were not true. It seemed very 
like corruption, if it were not corruption 
itself ; and it was unfair to the officers 
concerned, and it was unwise on the part 
of the right hon. Gentleman, when allega- 
tions of that kind were made, that an 
inquiry into them should be refused. He 
would ask the noble Lord as representing 
the War Oftice whether an inquiry would 
he granted into the particular case of the 
relations of certain officers of the War 
Department with the firm of Houlder 
Brothers. It would be seen from replies 
to questions in the House of Commons 
that that particular firm did in some way 
or other obtain something like a monopoly 
of the transport of horses from the Plate 
and Australia to the Cape, and, later on, 
from other places. It was acknowledged 
by the noble Lord that that particular 
firm not only had a monopoly of that 
business, but had obtained the contract 








this was the case, as it was alleged to at rates fabulously high as compared 
be, he submitted that the connection | with the rates then current in the trade. 
between the officer and the firm was so He was prepared to put men into the 
near as to demand injury by the War box who would prove that whenever 
Office into the dona fides of Major Peters. | remount officers were sent to purchase 


Mr. Yorall. 
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horses, there were members or representa- 
tives of the firm of Houlder Brothers nurs- 
ing them, so tofspeak, all along. The right 
hon. Gentleman had, he thought, forgotten 
the evidence given by the hon. Baronet 
opposite against certain remount officers 
in Hungary, and if it were possible to 
bring before the Select Committee 
evidence to show that at hotel after 
hotel and in town after town the agents 
of the War Office were the personal 
friends and guests of the members of the 
firm of Houlder Brothers, with whom a 
contract was made indirectly for the sale 
of horses, and directly for the transport 
of horses, would the noble Lord deny 
that it was important to have an inquiry 
into the facts? He had sifted the evidence 
laid before him. It came from men in a 
position to know. Only on one point did 
it seem to break down, and that was in 
connection with the answer given 
on behalf of the War Office as 
to the purchase of horses in 
Queensland, which were toosmall and too 
light for service in South Africa. It 
was stated on behalf of the War Oftice 
that no horses had ever been bought at 
Bowen, in Queensland, from the firm of 
Houlder Brothersin another name. Evi- 
dence, however, came out in the Paper 
recently issued by the War Office that 
Lord Kitchener himself referred to the 
horses to which he (Mr. Yoxall) had 
alluded as thoroughly unfit, having been 
bought in Queensland. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) said that the 
hon. Member now distinctly stated that 
his answer was inaccurate. 


*Mr. YOXALL said he would not 
quibble about names. The firm of 
Holder Brothers had over half-a-dozen 
different aliases, and he maintained that 
horses were bought at Bowen and that 
they were unfit for service in South 
Africa. He could produce persons who 
saw them bought, and who knew they 
were bought. He did not want the 
noble Lord to run off on a quibble about 
the exact title of the firm which sold the 
horses. He had tried to show the con- 
nection between the officers who gave 
out the contracts and the firm of Houlder 


Brothers in connection with horses. As, 


regarded the meat contract, the same firm 
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had an advantage in every respect. He 
maintained that Houlder Brothers were 
associated with Bergl with reference to 
the meat contract, and if that were denied 
let an inquiry be granted. Dry rot began 
as a speck, and ought not to be allowed to 
spread. Hedid not suggest it had reached 
the Treasury Bench or any Member of 
it, but many misleading answers had been 
supplied to the nobe Lord by men at the 
War Office, and if an inquiry were not 
granted, he submitted that neither the 
House nor the country would be satisfied 
with the plea that the whole matter should 
be suspended while the war was in pro- 
gress. He wished to recognise as fully 
as he could the inevitableness of the 
effect of the element of human error. 
It was impossible, in the necessity for 
rapid action, even with the best system 
in the world, to avoid making mistakes 
through human error. But when those 
mistakes were systematic and arose from 
the connection which existed between 
members of the service and War Office 
contractors, then he thought the element 
of human error could not be held respon- 
sible, though the element of human 
cupidity might be. He would suggest to 
the noble Lord that although an inquiry 
into the whole matter might be refused, 
it would go far to reassure hon. Members 
who were acquainted with the facts, and 
also many people in the country who 
had reason to fear that the high character 
of certain officers was in doubt, if an 
inquiry into that particular matter were 
granted. 


and other Contracts. 


(7.42.) Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): 
I have listened with great interest to the 
whole of this debate, and I must candidly 
confess that I had not heard in the 
speeches which have been delivered by 
hon. Members opposite many remarks ad- 
dressed to the particular point at issue, 
namely, whether an inquiry should be 
held at the present moment. The hon. 
Member who had just addressed the 
House made various allegations which 
seemed to me to be absolutely unsup- 
ported by the name of even one single 
witness. The hon. Member asked my 
noble friend to give him a special inquiry 
into one particular case. I listened to 
the remarks of the hon. Member while 
he was elaborating that point, and it 
seemed to me that if he was sincere in 
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demanding an inquiry immediately, he 
would‘ only have to repeat the state- 
ments he made in the House outside the 
House, and I have no doubt that in a 
court of law he would be given a full 
inquiry. I must candidly admit that at 
one time I did have a feeling, when these 
statements were brought forward, that 
the sooner an inquiry was held the 
better. But the more I have looked into 
this matter, the more I have seen how 
absolutely impossible it would be to give 
an inquiry at the present moment. We 
have had more than onejinquiry already. 
We had had an inquiry into the re- 
mounts question, and an inquiry into 
the hospitals, and no doubt the result 
was exceedingly ibeneficial We have 
almost another inquiry today in this 
House, because some hon. Members 
appear to have got up a great deal of 
evidence, such as would be laid before a 
Select Committee. I think that the 
question of the remounts, as well as the 
meat, forage, and transport contracts, 
undoubtedly deserve to be inquired into. 
One would@think my right hon. friend 
was anxious to burke that inquiry. I 
for one would be the first to raizve up 
my voice against that, but any hon. 
Member listening to the words used by 
my right hon. friend must be persuaded 
of the genuineness of his desire to have 
an inquiry. Therefore, I have no hesi- 
tation in saying my right hon. friend is 
pertectly sincere when he states that when 
the right moment comes he will demand 
and press for an inquiry. There was a 
debate the other day in another place, 
where Lord Lansdowne, who was respon- 
sible for the workin the early stages of 
the war, said, as a responsible Cabinet 
Minister— 

‘It is not whether there shall be an inquiry, 
but whether that inquiry shall be now or at a 
later time.” 

I do not know that anyone would 
object to hon. Members asking for rea- 
sonable inquiry. I think it is the duty 
and privilege of hon. Members of this 
House to ask for reasonable and proper 
inquiry into the general action of the 
Executive, and into the action of the 
agents employed by it. It is our duty to 
try to secure reform, if they are guilty 
of carelessness, negligence, or worse, and 
to place the responsibility for faults 


on the shoulders on which it should rest. 


Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 
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In voting against this Motion, I do not 


consider that I am, in any way, post- 
poning inquiry. 

What really lies behind this request 
for an inquiry? After all, it is a 
very simple thing. If this inquiry were 
granted, the right hon. Gentleman and 
Members would come over to this side, 
and His Majesty's Opposition would have 
thrown upon their hands, not only 
the conduct of the inquiry, but also the 
conduct of the war. They might be able 
to carry on one of these things—that is 
the inquiry; but I think very few on 
this side of the House will disagree with 
me when I say that they are absolutely 
unfitted as a party to carry on this war 
to a successful conclusion. In _ these 
circumstances I question whether there 
should be an immediate inquiry. I have 
no hesitation in saying that I put the 
fullest confidence in my right hon. 
friend, and that I have no confidence in 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite. My 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War stated that one great drawback 
to the granting of an inquiry would be 
the added labours which would be thrown 
on his Department. That, I think, is a 
very real argument indeed. He tells us 
that it would be the last straw to break 
the camel’s back. Well, the War Office 
Departmental camel may be, in the view 
of some of us, rather an ugly beast. We 
may not like his contract hump, his slow 
method of progressing, or his general 
malformation of structure; but we must 
remember that this camel has got to 
bear the burden until this war is over, 
and therefore we have to do our best 
with this camel until the Secretary of 
State for War isin a position to make 
better arrangements for years to come. 
There were reasons for an immediate 
inquiry urged in the other House which 
have not so far been urged here. Lord 
tosebery in his speech on this question 
said— 

** At the real end of the war we shall all be 
in a great state of jubilation and triumph, and 
I myself shall be so pleased that I shall hardly 
wish to look back on the past at all, and [ 
confess I shall be much more languid about 
inquiry into remounts then than now.” 

That does not seem to me to be a judicial 
spirit in which to approach an important 
question of this kind. When there is a 
certain amount of excitement on is the 
time that the noble Earl wishes inquiry. 
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It is not that he wants to ascertain what 
have been the misdeeds of the Department 
and its past failings and shortcomings, but 
that he hopes to be able to give a dig to 
my right hon. friend. I think the view 
that a few months delay will extinguish 
the flame is not one deserving of great 
consideration, and if no better argument 
than that can be adduced by the noble 
Karl, | think we should pay a great deal 
of attention to the argument brought 
forward by my right hon. friend. 

Precedents have already been cited in 
this debate why a Committee should 
be appointed. Reference was made in 
another place to the Committee which 
was appointed to inquire into the scandals 
in connection with the Crimean War. | 
would remind the House, and especially 
hon. Members on the other side, of the 
names of the Ministers who separated 
themselves from their Government rather 
than support the appointment of that 
Committee. I think their names were 
such as to carry more weight than any 
others I could mention. They were Sir 
James Graham, Mr. Sidney Herbert, Mr. 
Cardwell, and last, but not least, Mr. Glad- 
stone. They resigned from the Ministry 
because they would not consent to the 
appointment of the Crimean Committee 
proposed by Mr. Roebuck. I think the 
arguments used by Mr. Gladstone on 
that occasion are so very opposite 
to what is proposed now that I may 
venture to quote one or two points, 
The first thing he said was 

“It is a disguised vote of censure on the 
Government.” 

He said further— 

_“ The inquiry into the Walcheren Expedi- 
ion was an inquiry after the fact, and, there- 
fore, within the legitimate scope of the House 
of Commons. ‘ 

“ How is it possible to conduct the inquiry 
with respect to what you may call the past, 
Without, not damaging, but absolutely ruin- 
ing the present and the future? . . . 
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“Tt is a Motion that the House of Commons | 


cannot pass without violating the laws which 
ix its place in the constitution, because, if the 


Motion means anything, it means taking the | 
conduct of the Expedition out of the hands of | 


the Government. . . 


Motion is carried, that his own last words as a 
Member of the Cabinet of the Earl of Aber- 
(een, had been words of solemn and earnest 
protest against a proceeding which has no 
foundation either in the Constitution or in the 
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it coeeem to contemplate, and which, in 
his'judgment, is full of danger to the power, 
dignity, and usefulness of the Commons of 
England.”’ 

These, I think, were very striking argu- 
ments used by Mr. Gladstone and his Party 
on the appointment of the Committee on 
the Crimean War. I should like to draw 
attention to the enormous amount of 
labour which the appointment of a 
Committee would really throw on the 
Department. The Report of the inquiry 
by the Crimean War Committee extends 
to several volumes, and there were no less 
than 21,400 questions asked. When you 
consider the very great difference in the 
number of men employed in the Crimea 
and the number in South Africa you can 
form some opinion as to the number of 
questions likely to be asked if a Com- 
mittee were appointed now. I venture 
to say that there is no parallel between 
the evils which existed then and those 
which have depicted been during the 
present campaign. The conditions in the 
Crimea, as disclosed in the evidence of that 
Committee, show one of the greatest 
frauds in the history of the country. 
With a harbour only nine miles off from 
the place of operations, our soldiers were 
practically starved for want of food. 
Our soldiers there were fed on salt meat, 
and they died from scurvy while there 
was a large quantity of lime-juice waiting 
at the harbour. Fuel was not given to 
them, because of the red-tape answer 
that fuel could only be supplied to 
soldiers in barracks. There were 25,000 
rings purchased, but not issued, because 
they were not the kind which the command- 
ing officers wanted, The rings which were 
not issued would have done equally well. 
There was an ample supply of greatcoats 
for the soldiers, but they were not issued 
because one of the regulations was that 
the soldiers should only have a great- 
coat once in three years. I think no 
parallel can be drawn between the present 
case and any of these horrors. I venture 
to say it is a great revelation to every 
Member who is called to serve in a Govern- 
ment office. When I first went to the War 
Office I was under the impression that 


fa eae the work could be done by the ten-to- 
“For his part he will ever rejoice if this | 


practice of preceding Parliaments, which is | 


useless and mischievous for the purpose which 


four arrangement, but I was very soon 
disabused. When sudden pressure was 
put upon the Department I saw the zeal 
with which the chiefs threw themselves 
into the work until they broke down. 
It is, in my opinion, the bounden duty of 
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the Secretary of State not to spend the 
whole of his time on minor questions, but 
to prosecute with all his vigour and all 
the vigour of his Department the war in 
which we are engaged. (8.4.) 


*(8.35.) Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I rise to support the demand 
for an inquiry into these contracts which 
has been moved for by my right hon. 
friend. I think we have heard tonight 
sufficient to prove the necessity for such 
an inquiry. We have heard of the ex- 
tortionate prices paid for horses, we have 
heard of the scandals with regard to 
the meat contracts, and we have heard 
pretty strong hints made with regard to 
these large sums paid for transport by 
sea. Therefore, | think the demand 
which is made is pre-eminently a reason- 
able one, and the result of such an inquiry 
cannot fail to be beneficial, and it surely 
cannot be harmful. It seems to me that 
it is only stating a truism to say that the 
War Office is overworked at the present 
time. We all recognise this, and we 
know that it must necessarily be so. We 
are in the throes of a great war, and the 
Department responsible for the carrying 
on of that war must necessarily have its 
capacity strained to its fullest extent. 
But I donot think thisinquiry would throw 
very much extra work upon the heads of 
that Department. I presume that con- 
tracts in the War Office are conducted 
much in the same way as they would be 
conducted by large business firms. I do 
not mean, of course, with regard to the sub- 
stance of the contract, for, if that were so, 
many of our large business firms would 
soon be in a state of liquidation, but I 
mean in regard to their method and 
manner of working out those contracts. 
In business the head of the firm negoti- 
ates carefully the proposed terms, and he 
calculates whether the contract is good or 
bad in regard to its financial effects upon 
the prosperity of the firm. But when 
once the contract has been signed, and 
when the negociations have come to an 
end, then the whole matter is handed 
over to the subordinates. I do not see 
that this inquiry would involve the heads 
of the Department in very much extra 
work. If we took that view, then of 
course a few extra hands would supply 
all that would be needed by this Com- 
mittee of Inquiry. All that would be 
wanted from the War Office would be 
copies of the various contracts, the names 

Mr. Cochrane. 
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of the people with whom the War Office 
had negotiated, and other details of that 
sort; and if they took on a few extra 
hands for a short time the War Office 
could easily do what the Committee of 
Inquiry would demand, and therefore, this 
plea that the War Office is an overworked 
Department cannot possibly be substanti- 
ated in regard to this proposal. I do not 
think much of the difficulty which has 
been raised with regard to witnesses, 
I am convinced that a Committee 
of the kind required would be a 
reasonable Committee, and it would 
not want those men who are now 
at work in South Africa to come back 
here in order to give evidence. There 
are plenty of men in this country and 
in other places involved in these con- 
tracts who are in a position to give 
evidence, and I can see no reason why 
their evidence should not be taken 
before a Committee of Inquiry. Their 
evidence might be taken, and when 
necessary the evidence of those in 
South Africa could stand over until 
they returned. 


We have been told that we must wait 
for the full inquiry which we have 
been promised will take place with regard 
to the whole of the war. Some of us on 
this side of the House have our doubts as 
to whether that inquiry will ever take 
place. We know that the Secretary of 
State for War refused to prophesy the 
other day as to when the termination of 
the war might be expected, although he 
implied tonight that it might take place 
within a few months. None of us know 
how long we may have to wait before 
such an inquiry is held. We should have 
to wait until all the evidence was taken 
before we could get the report of the 
inquiry, and probably by that time 
another general election might be 
over, and the Secretary of State for 
War might be sitting on this side of 
the House and we might be on the 
other side. Therefore, it would then be 
like flogging a dead horse, for the See- 
retary of State for War would in such 
circumstances neither get blamed tor 
his misdeeds nor praised for his good 
deeds. If the Colonial Secretary inter- 
venes in this debate, he is almost sure 
to tell us that if we insist upon this 
inquiry we shall annoy Lord Roberts 
and encourage the Boers. It must be, 
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however, remembered that Lord Roberts 
has had his consolation, and he must 
now be prepared to take the rough 
with the smooth. With regard to the 
Boers, the man in the street no longer 
believes that the Boer is a man who 
sits reading his Daily News while 
smoking his post-prandial pipe behind a 
rock, for he knows very well that the 
Boer is engaged cleaning his rifle, snap- 
ping up convoys, and doing other less 
intellectual but more profitable work than 
reading newspapers. I consider that if 
this inquiry were granted the result 
could not possibly fail to be beneficial 
both to this country and to the Govern- 
ment. The country would then know 
how its money was being spent, and 
would recognise that the House of 
Commons is really the guardian of the 
public purse, and the Government 
would be in a better position by know- 
ing who were their faithful servants 
and who were not. They could then 
get rid of their Captain Hartigans and 
put fuller confidence in those servants 
who had served them so faithfully. It 
seems to me that this is a very im- 
portant point, because the war may 
last a long time yet, and the Govern- 
ment may have to enter into a good 
many more contracts. Therefore, it is 
important that they should know the 
character of the men by whom they 


have been served in the past 
and then they would know who 
to trust in the future. The seriousness 


of this question of the contracts cannot 
and ought not to be under-estimated. It 
is undoubtedly of very great importance 
tothe taxpayer. Many a poor householder 
feels keenly that sugar would have 
been a halfpenny per pound cheaper if 
the last Budget had not been passed, and 
there is many a struggling shopkeeper 
and professional man who feels the bur- 
den of 1s, 2d. in the £ on the 
income tax. Surely these men ought 
toknow how their money has been spent, 
and what have been the results of the 
sacritices which they have been called upon 
tomake. Parliament is only doing its duty 
when it insists upon having the inquiry 
asked for by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition. 

[ think, Sir, we have heard 
enough to show that the profits made 
by horse dealers, not only in Hun- 
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gary but in this country and in other 
parts of the world, are simply scandalous. 
Can it be alleged that we do not want 


further information with regard to the 


meat contracts? I fancy that we are 
simply just at the beginning of our know- 
ledge with regard to the huge hauls 
which have been made by ship- 
owners. The case of the ‘‘Hyson” 
is, I think, typical. This steamship was 
detained at Port Elizabeth trom the 11th 
of April to the 15th of August, 1900, at 
a cost of £11,320, and the principal rea- 
son given by the War Office of this 
tremendous waste of money was that she 
carried stores of which a very large re- 
serve were already on shore. What we 
want to know is not only why these con- 
tracts were entered into but also why 
they were carried out in this unbusiness- 
like manner. Clearly it was a case of 
sending coals to Newcastle with a ven- 
geance. We know that soldiers were 
very often short of the actual necessaries of 
life, and yet here we have a ship carrying 
large quantities of stores sent out before 
they were wanted, and at a useless ex- 
penditure to the taxpayer of £11,320. It 
is important, too, that we should know 
how the British South African Company 
has expended the large sum of nearly 
£2,000,000 handed over to them by the 


War Office. We know how that 
Company has behaved to the War 
Office in the past. We know they 


have charged the War Office £3 3s. 6d. 


for grindstones which could be pur- 
chased for £1 6s; that they have 


charged £8 15s. for portable stoves priced 
at £4 13s. 3d., and 18s. 6d. for braces 
with bits priced at 9s. Surely this 
question ought to be gone into, and I 
venture to think that if the British tax- 
payer finds he has been charged double 
the ordinary prices by the millionaires at 
the Cape, there will be trouble brewing 
forsomeone. Then, too, it has not even 
been proved that the War Office has 
expended the money voted to it. We 
read in the Comptroller General’s report 
that the War Office has mislaid or lost 
important receipts, and having regard to 
the documents which have been pre- 
viously lost and afterwards found by the 
War Office, I cannot help thinking that 
we have a right to much more informa- 
tion than is in our hands at the present 


moment. 
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But although, of course, the waste of 
public money is of very great importance 
indeed, there is a question of infinitely 
greater importance in connection with 
this matter, and that is the waste of 
valuable life. I am afraid it is easy to 
prove that these improvident and reck- 
less contracts have been the means of 
prolonging the war. The hon. Member 
for Dulwich, a supporter of the Govern- 
ment, told us some time ago that the war 
would have been over long ago if a 
sufficient number of suitable horses had 
beer. sent out, and some of us thought 
that that statement was the reason he was 
so violently attacked on the other side. 
Is it not a fact that during the early 
period of the war, at any rate, you sent 
out raw four-year-olds ; otherwise what 
was the reason of the following telegram 
from the General Officer Commanding at 
the Cape to the Secretary of State for 
War on September 9th, 1899— 


“TIT suggest that horses under five years 
should not be sent, and that all should be fairly 
trained.” 

I think that conclusively proves that you 
did send out four-year-olds, which were 
not even broken in. Again, is it a fact 
that you sent out carriage horses as 
remounts ? At any rate, Colonel Birkbeck 
said of the Canadian horses that they 
were slack corn-made beasts though with 
some quality, and that his great regret 
was that he could not afford to keep them 
to sell to the magnates at Johannesburg 
as carriage horses. Yet these were the 
horses with which you ask the troops to 
catch De Wet. It is not only with regard 


to horses you have failed. The Secretary | 


of State for War said tonight that the 
troops had been equipped perfectly 
throughout. It seems to me that that 
statement does not accord with the facts. 
We already know of some cases in which 
your stores have been bad, and I venture 
to think if this inquiry is held we shall 
know of many others. One ease is 
exposed in the Report of the Comptroller 
General. You appointed an Imperial 
Yoemaunry Committee as your agents, 
not only for the purchase of horses in 
Hungary but also of equipment stores. 
Some of these stores you subsequently 
had to take over, and when they were 
taken over they were submitted to the 
Woolwich test and failed to pass it, and 
they had to be thrown away at a loss of | 
Mr. Soares. 
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£700 to the country. But the worst 
part of the case is that these stores were 
a portion of large consignments obtained 
under identical contracts, and actually 
issued to and used by the troops in the 
field. Is it a wonder, then, that the war 
still lingers on, when you supply the 
troops with unsuitable horses and stores, 
which will not pass the ordinary test? 


. Then last, but not least, your re:nount 


contracts have been the means of inflicting 
an unnecessary amount of suffering on 
horses in South Africa. It is evident 
that the Secretary of State for War 
considers that his remount contracts 
would not have worked out so badly, 
if the horses had been properly treated 
after their arrival in South Africa, and 
I think, in order to arrive at a proper 
judgment with regard to these con- 
tracts, we shall have to take all the 
circumstances into consideration. On 
November 2lIst, 1901, he wires to 
Lord Kitchener— 

“ Reports reach me from many quarters that 
the remount system is still unsatisfactory, and 
that unconditioned horses are being issued to 
columns and sent at once on long treks.” 
And then he goes on to say— 

“Surely it would he better to rest some 
columns for a time than to waste horses.” 

In another telegram, of the 26th 
November, 1901, he says— 

“The question of resting|horses seems to us 
of the tirst importance. . . . We cannot con- 
tinue indefinitely to send 10,000 vo 12,000 
remounts per month to be used up by Column 
Commanders in a few days.” 

Now | think from those telegrams we 
can come to the conclusion that cases 
must have come to the knowledge of the 
Secretary of State for War in which 
horses were being misused in this war. 
Now I do not think that a case like 
this can be disposed of by the statement 
that “War is war’’; there are certain 
rules which guide civilised nations— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
over-working of horses does not come 
within the terms of this Resolution ; it 
only to the contracts tor 
remounts. 


*Mr. SOARES: The way I suggest 
it comes in is that the Secretary of 
State for War defends his contracts by 
stating that the horses he purchased 
under these contracts were treated 
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badly after their arrival in South 
Africa. But as you rule against me, | 
Sir, all I can say with regard to the treat- 
ment of remounts in South Africa is, 
that | hope one of the results of the, 
inquiry which is asked for will be that | 
we shall in future have no further ill- 
treatment of horses in South Africa. 


‘but what men 


*Mr. HOGG (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
Probably there are few Members of 
this House who, in their endeavour 
to make their maiden speech, do not 
experience some slight feeling of 
nervousness and trepidation whether 
they will be able to condense in an 


intelligent form the remarks they 
desire to make. I tonight, at all 
events, crave the indulgence which 
this House always extends I do. 
not wish to enter into this debate 
in any sense from a Party stand- 


point, but I cannot help expressing 
my regret that those who have the 
public ear do not recognise that a great 
responsibility may easily degenerate into 
alarm, and that we should not have 
postponed this discussion to some more 
convenient date. There is always a 
great danger in a public investigation 
when men’s minds are unduly excited 
by the sensational reports recently pub- 
lished in the papers. 1 venture to think 
that an inquiry of this sort, to be of 
any value, and less likely to be miscon- 
strued by the enemies of our country, 
would have been much more effectual in 
obtaining that which we require if it 
could be held a little later on, when | 
should have truly welcomed such an 
inquiry as a meanw of ventilating this 
important questions, and of arriving at 
an economical and an affective method of | 
proceeding. I propose tonight to con- 
fine my remarks to three heads—past, 
present, and future; and I for one 
certainly view with great anxiety the 
last two. No one can deny that the very 
strong discussions in this House have 


attracted considerable notice throughout | 


the country. But the country, and | 
especially the agricultural districts, | 
attach considerably more importance 


to the neglect that has been shown in 
not obtaining animals from this country. 
But we must not forget what the War 
Office has performed under exceptional 
circumstances, under conditions of great 
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emergency. Never in the annals of 
English history has the War Office been 
called upon to do such a thing as this. 
Reference has been made to Pitt the 
elder, but he never had such difficulties to 
contend with. Thirteen years ago 
18,000 horses was the number on the 
register when registration was adopted, 
in the agricultural 
districts now complain of is that 
they have no knowledge of the present 
requirements. We should like to know 
what number of horses was purchased 
before the war broke out, the average 
age and the average price ; and we should 
like to know what the War Office anti- 
cipate they will require in normal 
times. We should also like to know who 
is buying now, and the system under 
which horses are bought. We think the 
War Office should be in touch with the 
great breeding societies throughout the 
kingdom. We do not say we ought to 
adopt the foreign methods, but we should 
have engrafted on our voluntary efforts 
something on the lines of the foreign 
systems. Fifteen years ago we had no 
femount Department of any sort or 
description ; the business was managed 
then by an officer, the various colonels of 
the regiments buying the horses that were 
required. The present remount system 
has only been established ten years, and 
on the register at the outbreak of the war 
we had 15,000, How many were utilised ? 
We ought now, under a future system, 
to have no less than 200,000, and in my 
opinion the British farmer is the first 
man who has a claim to supply those 
horses. I fully recognise what the 
Colonies have done for us, and the 
countries like Canada, Australia, South 
Airica, and New South Wales we can 
utilise as reserves or nurseries for horses, 
New South Wales alone, I am told, can 
supply a million and a half of horses 
broken and unbroken, but what we have 
been doing in England for the last ten 
years is to breed the best horses for a 
source of supply. 1 should like to see re- 
mounts purchased at a much earlier age 
than they have been bought. As for 
| Hungarian horses, I have had some 
experience of them, and I have no 
hesitation in saying that the animals 
'that have been purchased are what have 
'been described as mere flat catchers, 


| and described in the agricultural papers 
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as ‘“‘sorry wretches.” A Commission 
from the Hungarian Government 
investigated the purchase of these 
horses when we were buying horses 
over there, and an inquiry was 
made by the authorities as to what 
horses were being sold, and the reply 
went back that “we shall not have 
any more bad ho: ses, the British Govern- 
ment has bought them all.’’ Every- 
body knows that in foreign countries 
they are not allowed to sell their best 
horses out of the country. As regards 
General Truman, the fault I find is 
not with General Truman, but with 
the system. A system to be efficient 
and effective should be capable of 
expansion. A system which was 
effective some years ago is not an 
efficient system now. I consider Lord 
Lansdowne perpetuated a faulty system. 
The Remount Department when the 
war broke out consisted of two officers 
and three clerks; because we must not 
mix up the Yeomanry Department 
with the War Office Department. As 
regards the past there has been, no 
doubt, incompetency in the opinion 
of many: there has been unbusiness- 
like methods, and, no doubt, there has 
been fraud. I do not think we have 
utilised to the fullest extent the horses 
on the register for which we have paid 
for. We have certainly not made use of 
them. lregret that the money has gone 
into the hands of the foreigner rather 
than into the pockets of the British 
farmer. 


Attention was called to the fact that 


forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present— 


*Mr. HOGG: The presentment of a 
report by a self-constituted Committee 
will not, I think, satisiy the country. 
They will not be content with mere 
words, they want something more, and 
there will be an angry feeling of resent- 
ment if we are to have a mass of 
verbiage in the place of introspective 
ability. A good Committee in matters 
of this sort is one that has absolute know- 
ledge of the subject, how to apply that 
knowledge, and powers of organisation. 
I do not think it is sufficient for any 

Mr. Hogg. 
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hon. Gentleman serving on this Com- 
mittee to have been brought up in 
the atmospheric influence of the equine 
race, nor is it enough that he is a 
colonel of a regiment. He should have 
some experience in dealing with men 
who, if they were bought and soid in 
the same way as horses, would be sold 
not for their virtues but their vices. 

As regards the future. The Remount 
Department should be divided into two 
parts—the first for times of war, the 
second for normal times. The former 
must be an expansion of the latter. What 
I should like to see is a Joint Committee 
of both Houses, and I should like to see 
the Joint Committee attended not only 
by the Secretary of State for War 
but also by the Minister of Agriculture. 
I think the time has arrived when it 
is absolutely imperative that that Depart- 
ment and the War Office should be 
united so far as the Army Remount 
Department is concerned. Money has 
been wasted quite long enough and the 
foreigners have taken it. For years the 
foreigners have taken all the best mares 
out of this country because the 
tenant farmers find they have no 
market for their produce here. .Now, we 
shall have another difficulty to face in 
the future of the horse supply. We 
must not forget that electricity is fast 
coming into power, and when we re- 
flect that the wheel traftic of London 
requires no less than 300,000 horses, 
that the omnibuses and trams require 
5,000, and that cabs alone require 12,000, 
this source of reserve will have gone 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Iam 
sorry to interrupt the hon. Member, but 
this Motion hardly opens the whole 
question of horse-breeding. This is a 
Motion for an inquiry into the purchases 
of horses for the South African War. 


*Mr. HOGG: Might I say that during 
the last ten years we have exported 
no less than 361,000, and we have only 
imported 253,000? Ionly want to show 
that we ought to depend on the United 
Kingdom for the supply of horses rather 
than on foreigners, to whom we have paid 
over nine millions in these ten years. In 
the last four years we have exported 
127,000, and if we deduct from that 
70,000 worn out animals that have 
been returned to this country in the 
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form ef soup, that leaves us 57,000 good 
horses to deal with. In the meanwhile, 
we have bought in four years 179,000 
odd, proving that we require about 
30,000 more than we breed. If we 
were engaged in a European’ war 
we should not have the chance of getting 
those horses over, and the loss to the British 
farmer is one million a year. — If I might 
say a word as to the great use which the 
Agricultural Societies might be made 
for the Army Remount Department. 
I cannot say that the British farmer 
has been strengthened by the patriotic 
co-operation of the Remount Depart- 
ment, or by those who have had such a 
sur cast on their competency. Our 
breeding societies have for years past 
spent luge sums of money with the 
object of improving the quality and in- 
creasing the numbers, which the Remount 
Department has not taken advantage of. 
I cannot help thinking the Agricultural 
Societies might be utilised to a very 
great extent now in many ways. If 
they had classes for Army Remounts, 
and the horses were entered at prices not 
exceeding the maximum price paid by the 
Government, and the War Office sent 
down a judge, it would be of advantage 
both to the farmer and the War Office. 

| must apologise for detaining the 
House so long, but if, Sir, 1 might venture 
to offer a word of advice to the War 
Ottice, it would be that, having decided 
what they require, the object they are 
desirous of promoting, they should con- 
sult the best available authorities as to 
the manner in which that object can be 
most usefully attained. My advice might 
he superfluous had not recent experience 
shown us that large sums of money had 
heen expended without adequate return. 
The War Office has a golden opportunity 
to now help the British farmer, and 
stimulate the horse-breeding industry. 
The country is prepared to pay, but not 
to permit the Army Remount Department 
to waste its money on the foreigner at 
the expense of the British farmer. 


(9.15.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton): I congratulate the hon. 
Member on the able maiden speech he has 
made, and say that, if his advice is 
taken, both the British farmer and tiie 
Remount Department will derive con- 
siderable benefit. Now, let me discuss 
the speech delivered by the Secretary 
of State for War. Never has a more 
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extraordinary speech been delivered in 
this House. He commenced his speech 
by complaining of the tone of my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition, 
in which he introduced this Motion to 
the House. What, then, do hon. 
Gentlemen think of the tone in which 
the right hon. Gentleman concluded his 
speech?’ [A Voice: “ Excellent.”]| We 
will test that. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is animated by a desire to get 
Party capital out of the debate, and I 
will prove that I have reason for making 
that statement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man accused my right hon. friend of 
having been responsible for the scandals 
that took place in the Soudan Campaign 
in 1882. My right hon. friend left the 
War Office in 1882, when the war began. 
Who was responsible for the War Office 
during the period of the wary! Not 
my right hon. friend, but the Duke of 
Devonshire, now the President of the 
Defence Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Duke of 
Devonshire came to the War Office long 
after the war was in progress. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I think he was 
far more responsible than my right hon. 
friend. Never hasa War Minister before 
endeavoured to excuse his own action by 
attacking his predecessor. Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say as much for his own 
foresight when the Government com- 
menced this war with two horses and 
202 cobs in South Africa? The First 
Lord of the Treasury told us during the 
first six months of the war that the 
British nation was never in a better con- 
dition as a fighting machine than it was 
at that time; the right hon. Gentleman 
tells us now that his Department was 
tremendously overworked. If that is so 
it is overworked unnecessarily. I saw a 
few days ago that the Army corps for 
the United Kingdom had been worked 
out to the smallest detail. 


Mr. BRODRICK: That has nothing 
to do with the Contracts Department. 


Mr. LAMBERT: It has to do with 
the War Office, and if the War Office 
was so overworked, why put men to 
work on this unnecessary work. Why 
not transfer their services to the Con» 
tracts Department. These mighty minds 


KK 








251 S. A. War—Remounts 


at the War Office have been engaged 
during the last twelve months on such 
things as whether the Volunteer ofticers 
shall wear their sashes from their 
shoulders or round their waists. We 
have been told that if this inquiry took 
place it would paralyse the conduct of 
the war. Precisely the same argument 
was used at the time when the Com- 
mittee on the conduct of the Crimea was 
asked for. But did the House of 
Commons listen to that argument then ? 
No, Sir, they carried the Motion by 
305 to 148, and the Government of the 
day had to resign. The war was then 
carried on with infinitely greater vigour 
when Palmerston came into office than 
before. If the same spirit animated this 
House as animated it in 1855, we should 
have an immediate inquiry. Now, the 
right hon. Gentleman has told us that 
his supplies were always on the spot, 
and that the Army never suffered. He 
said there were plenty of disappointed 
contractors quite willing to defame him, 


and that one said he would have atten-- 


tion called to the matter in this House 
through a Member of Parliament ; but he 
did not give the name of that contractor or 
the Member who would bring the matter 
forward. Were a Member to say the 
Government had not accepted a fair 
contract he would be laughed out of the 
House in a moment. Lord Roberts said 
at the beginning of the war that they 
could not have too many good horses. 
On the 21st of May this telegram arrived 
from Cape Town— 

“Horses generally not good stamp and 
arriving in poor condition, average 16 per 
cent. totally uaftit for service within reasonable 
time after arrival.” 


Lorp STANLEY : Only in that ship. 


Mr. LAMBERT: There were more. 


“The following ships arrived from <Aus- 
tralia :——‘ Amazon,’ ‘ Maplemore,’ ‘Custodian,’ 
‘Chicago,’ ‘ Rippingham,’ ‘ Grange, ‘Surrey.’” 
The noble Lord said there was only one 
ship. 


Lorp STANLEY: I meant only one 
of the ships mentioned in that telegram. 
You must not say 16 per cent. of the 
whole of the horses were unfit. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I will not press 
the point, but there are six ships 


Mr. Lambert. 
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mentioned, and 16 per cent. of the horses 
on those ships were unfit for serviee., 
Does not that show gross neglect? On 
the 15th of October, 1901, six months 
after, 214 horses are described thus by 
the General commanding the forces at 
the Cape— 

‘Big, long-legged, rugged-hipped, coarse. 

horses, such as this consignment, cannot main- 
tain or recover condition under adverse circum- 
stances. 
This is not the evidence of a German 
waiter, but the General commanding the 
forces at the Cape, who was in a position 
to judge of the horses as they arrived. 
Therefore the right hon. Gentleman has 
shown that his consignments of horses 
to South Africa, not having been of the 
right kind, has prolonged the war. If] 
were a Boer I should say, “ You can speak 
as you like in your House of Commons 
if you continue to send out spavined and 
broken-winded horses for the troops to 
chase me with.’’ Lord Kitchener, on the 
22nd of January last, said-- 

‘* Australian horses are especially badly 
selected, and English horses too large and 
heavy.” 

That shows how the horses purchased 
under these contracts ought to be 
inquired into. This is the evidence, not 
of prejudiced witnesses, but of the General 
commandingjthe forces at the Cape and of 
Lord Kitchener himself. I say that in 
this matter the War Office is to blame. 
We know the right hon. Gentleman had 
doubts, previously to July last year, as to 
the competency of General Truman to 
manage his Department, but he never 
took action on General Truman's incom- 
petence until forced to do so by a debate 
in this House. Yet he knew of the 
incompetency of this officer nine 
months before he took action to 
relieve him of his command. The 
right hon. Gentleman in that matter 
pronounces his own condemnation. The 
right hon. Gentleman smiles, but I see 
nothing in it to smile at. The position is 
this, that during the war the most im- 
portant Department is, according to the 
right hon. Gentleman, inthe hands of an 
incompetent chief. He does not remove 
that incompetent chief, because, he says, 
he is going to reorganise the Departicnt. 
What is the number of horses shipped by 
this Department under the control of this 
incompetent chief? From July of last 
year to January of this no less than 
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94,616, or something like 440 per day. 
This is the gigantic task imposed upon a 
Department the chief of which, accord- 
ing to the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self, was nine months ago incompetent 
for his position. Does not that prove 
that with the organisation of the Re- 


mount Department it may also be neces- | 


sary to have a re-organisation a little 
higher up, and possibly, to begin with, 
some of those who are above General 
Truman in the War Office? We know 
perfectly well from the evidence that the 
War Office, at an enormous cost to the 


taxpayers, have turned South Africa ' 


into a knacker’s yard, and have swept 
the refuse of the horses of the world 
there—animals which, of course, were no 
good at all for our troops. How has the 
right hon. Gentleman succeeded in re- 
organising the Department? He has 
been nine months at it since he first dis- 
covered that General Truman was 
incompetent. In December last year, 
20,500 were sent out to South Africa, a 
larger number than had been sent out 
in any one month before, and those are 
the very horses that Lord Kitchener 
complains are specially bad. This is in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s re-organised 
Department. In this matter the Secre- 
tary of State, instead of blaming his 
other advisers, or possibly taking some 
little blame himself, has found a scape- 
goat in General Truman. It is precisely 


the same with the officers in South 
Africa. What did the right hon. Gentle- 


man say the other day ?— 


“Tam bound to protest that some of Lord 
Kitchener's subordinates have hurried hor-es 
up country without regard to the fact that 
they are just after a long voyage.” 


Mr. BRODRICK: Hear, hear. 
Mr. LAMBERT: But let me ask the 


right hon. Gentleman whether Lord 
Kitchener’s. officers or subordinates 
have ever ordered these horses up to 


the front quickly without any absolute | 


necessity for doing so. We have had it 
stated by The Times correspondent and by 
Mr. Bennet Burleigh 
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| comprehensive. 


Telegraph that General Bruce Hamilton’s | 
columns would have had their usefulness | 
doubled if they had had an ample supply | 


of remounts. 
Times correspondent said that even then 


the supply was lamentably deficient, and | at 


On February 8th The | 
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he goes on to say, “The dearth of 
remounts is rapidly assuming alarming 
proportions.” 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 


does not say that. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Oh, I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
quarrel with Zhe Times correspondent. 
[**Oh.”’] If he does, all I can say is, let 
The Times and the right hon. Gentleman 
fight it out. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I only say that | 
prefer Lord Kitchener. I take my inspir- 
ation from Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman agree, then, with Lord 
Kitchener that a large proportion of bis 
last consignment was especially badly 
selected ? That is what Lord Kitchener 
says, and that it not far from what The 
Times correspondent says. The right hon. 
Gentleman tells us that we must wait 
until the war is over before we have this 
inquiry. Can he point to one single ill 
result from the inquiries which have 
already taken place? There have been 
the inquiries with regard to the Medical 
Department, the hospitals, the camps, and. 
the inquiries made by Miss Hobhouse and 
the Ladies’ Commission. Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say that the troops have 
suffered or that the war has been 
prolonged by either of those? But the 
Secretary of State has himself knocked 
the bottom out of his contention, because 
he has granted a Court of Inquiry into 
the case of General Truman, and the 
scope of that inquiry is most wide and 
lf that Court does its 
duty thoroughly it will have to bring 
home, or obtain the evidence of, all the 


| officers who have been engaged in the 


purchase of remounts. The right hon. 


' Gentleman shakes his head, but according 


to the statement he made in this House 
the seope of that inquiry will include all 


the contracts entered into by the Remount 
in the Daily 


Department since 1889 ; therefore, if the 
inquiry isto be thoroughly carried out, 
officers and witnesses will have to be 
brought from all parts of the world. One 
of the matters referred to that Court 
of Inquiry is the purchase of horses 
home and abroad. My hon. friend 


K 2 








255 S. A. Woar—Remounts 


does not ask for more than that; that 
would surely be sufficient for our inquiry. 
That tribunal, however, is absolutely un- 
satisfactory. Itis not a Select Com- 
mittee of this House. It is composed 
wholly of military men, and the right 
hon. Gentleman can close their mouths 
when he likes. [‘‘Oh.”] He has abso- 
lute control of the military men ; they 
have to obey his orders. [‘‘No.”] We 
know perfectly well what control the 
right hon. Gentleman has over military 
men. 


Mr. BRODRICK: | have no control 
whatever over the Court of Inquiry. | 
do not know when they sit, | cannot 
bring any evidence before them, and | 
have no control over them of any sort or 


kind. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to say that if he 
ordered a member of the Court of In- 
quiry to hold his tongue and not to dis- 
cuss the Court of Inquiry, his commands 
would not be obeyed ? My point is that 
we shall not have publicity because the 
right hon. Gentleman is complete master 
of the situation, and if the evidence is 
damaging to the War Office he will pro- 
bably order the members of the Court to 
be secret. [‘‘Oh, oh!’] Have we not 
had any examples of hushing up on the 
other side of the House! I am inelined 
to think it has been mostly a policy of 
hush, and it is that policy of hush which 
prevents the Government accepting the 
proposal now before the House. The 
War Office is not the holiest of holies, to 
be entered only by these high priests. 
We ought to have a Select Committee of 
this House to inquire into the whole of 
these contracts. The War Oftice have 
proved themselves to be absolutely 
ludicrous as military experts, and as 
business men they would have brought 
any reasonable business firm to bank- 
ruptcy. I shall, therefore. support the 
Motion of my right hon. friend largely 
on these grounds. 1! could go into a 
large mass of matter which has reached 
me from South Africa as to ox transport, 
which isone of the most glaring scandals 
we have had to contend with. Then 
there is the question of the meat and 
forage contracts. But I will not trouble 
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House of Commons is to prove itself the 
trustee of the taxpayers of the country, 
it ought most certainly to agree to a 
definite and drastic inquiry. 


* (9.37.) Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR 
(Christchurch) disagreed entirely with 
the suggestion that there was any ques- 
tion of “ hushing up” in this matter, 
He wished the House, however, to have 
a little more light on the subject under 
discussion, and he would address his re- 
marks particularly to the Hungarian 
scandals, as they were termed. He 
would be perfectly frank with the House. 
For some years he was privileged to serve 
in the same regiment as Colonel 
MacLean and Captain Webb, who went 
to Austria to purchase horses for the 
Imperial Yeomanry, and he might, there- 
fore, be a little biased in that respect, 
but, on the other hand, when a noble 
Lord, lately occupying the highest 
position in the Liberal Party, made such 
a statement as this— 

* Of course, if German waiters or anyone else 
are allowed to go on swearing these inaputations 
on agents of the British Government, they will 
come to be believed, and that is part of the 
argument for an immediate and prompt inquiry, 
that these officers may have an opportunity of 
asserting on oath what actually teok place, and 
so clearing away the cloud which may rest even 
momentarily on them.” 
he desired to say that he had a statement 
made on oath by the officers which he 
thought might, once for all, disprove the 
statements of the German waiters. 

Before dealing with that matter, how- 
ever, there was one other argument to be 
urged against an immediate inquiry, and 
that was the Reportof the recent Remount 
Committee. He doubted whether many 
people were convinced by that Report; 
he certainly was not, and for this reason: 
none of the evidence adduced to show 
corruption, bad purchasing, neglect of 
duty, or incompetency, was subjected to 
close cross-examination. Unless evidence 
was put to that test, it ought not to be 
considered as conclusive. Then, there was 
a somewhat misleading statement in that 
Report. It was stated that the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee, forming 
their _horse-purchasing Committee. 
consulted the Government Remount 
Department, but did not obtain much 
useful information; and the Leader of 


when 


the House further than to say that if the | the Opposition had further stated that 
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there were not many business men on 
that Committee. He, however, had been 
told by one who was there that Colonel 
Lucas. at ‘the first meeting with the 
(juartermaster General, the Under 
Secretary of State for War, and the 
Inspector General of Remounts, when 
usked whether he would like any assist- 
ance from the Government remount 
agent, said, ‘‘No; lam a business man, 
and | am going to conduct this matter on 
business lines.”” These gentlemen, whose 
judgment was called into question, were 
not beginners in the game. Colonel St. 
(Juintin was originally second in the 
Government Remount Department in 
India, and a well-known judge oi horses. 
Colonel Maclean had purchased many 
horses for his regiment in the days when 
the colonels commanding always re- 
mounted their own regiments. He had 
commanded his regiment with great credit 
to himself, and was always well mounted. 
Moreover, it was well known in the service 
that Colonel Maclean was well in the 
running for a very high post in the 
Remount Department, only just missing 
it. In addition to this, he was a judge at 
horse shows all over the country, and was 
one of the best known and most trusted 
judges in England. Captain Webb, the 
veterinary surgeon, served with Colonel 
Maclean in his regiment for many years, 
and before that he had served in India. 
He also was a man of wonderfully good 
judgment, and, when he left the Army, 
he set up in Dublin as a horse dealer, 
und very soon got a _ big business 
together. The House was asked to 
believe that these officers would not be 
likely to know whether a horse had had 
its teeth doctored, or was bruken-winded, 
spavined, or blind. On the face of it, it 
was not conceivable. It was particularly 
unfortunate that Captain Webb lett 
Hungary to go to South Africa. He, 
however, was very anxious to see service ; 
he thought he might be of some use, 
and he believed the last ship-load of 
horses was being sent from Hungary. 
It was with great reluctance he was 
allowed to go. Colonel Maclean was 
particularly anxious that he should not 
go. but eventually he had to give in. 


Then came the unfortunate part of 
the whole business. There was on the 
spot Captain Hartigan. He (the hon. 
Member) knew nothing of this man, but 
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he thought he ought to state what he 
had heard. Colonel Maclean wrote to 
say that Captain Hartigan was available, 
but he had assured him he did not 
recommend him. The Yeomanry Com- 
mittee knew this man would have to 
examine, and did examine, and they 
knew his relations with Mr. Lewison. 
But Colonel Maclean said there were 
only two or three hundred more horses 
to pass, and it would save money to 
employ Captain Hartigan on the spot. 
Captain Hartigan gave every satisfaction: 
he worked very hard, showed great zeal, 
and tried to pass the best class of horses. 
What interest was it to Captain Hartigan 
to pass bad horses? It did not matter 
twopence to him, as he was bound to 
get paid; a certain number of horses 
were contracted for, and he would 
receive his 2} per cent. on them. With 
regard to the 24 per cent. he would sub- 
mit a fact tothe House which might show 
where Captain Hartigan got his idea of 
24 per cent. from. When he (the hon. 
Member) joined the Army, the colonel 
bought the remounts for his own 
regiment, and for each horse purchased 
he received a Government allowance of 
£1. The horses cost £40 apiece, so 
that the £1 was exactly 2) per cent. 
It was very curious that Captain 
Hartigan should have chosen that 24 
per cent. However this might be. if a 
man insured against fire he did not 
doubt that the agent got a commission ; 
if he asked a yacht-builder to re- 
commend engines for his yacht he knew 
the man would get a commission from 
the engineering firm. England now 
existed on a system of secret com- 
missions. They must look facts in the 
face. He did not think it was reasonable 
to say that this was a scandal because 
this man received a commission. He 
might have thought that this was a 
legitimate and proper discount. That 
was the view he subm'tted to the House 
although he had never seen Captain 
Hartigan. 

Then again, what evidence was there 
as to the defects of these horses? It was 
totally inconclusive. Colonel Maclean 
was evidently pleased with them himself. 
They had the evidence of the noble 
Lord the Member for Oxford that the 
horses when seen at Bloemfontein com- 
pared well in shape, substance and 
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quality with those from the other| not contradict this statement in the 
countries. Finally, the Imperial Yeo-| newspaper at the time, for his assertion 
manry report said that the Hungarian | had gone forth to the public and had 
horses were well reported on as a rule, | received a long start, and it was very 
and did good service; and Colonel | difficult to catch up with it now. The 
Birkbeck said they were showy little) information put forward by the hon. 
horses and looked very fit, though they | Member for Dulwich was derived from a 
did not stand the work. But that was! scource which ought to be looked into. 
the point ; the officers were sent out to The information was to be seen in the 
buy horses that looked fit. Whether | published Report, from which it would be 
they would stand a campaign was | seen that Mr. Waugh played a very lead- 
another matter. They must consider! ing part indeed. Mr. Waugh enjoyed 
also the hurry and extremity when the | the great confidence of the hon. Baronet 
Yeomanry Committee was formed. If} the Member for Dulwich, but not being 
they looked back to that time they | acquainted with Mr. Waugh, he wished 
would find that both men and horses} to look into the information furnished 
were badly needed, and they were pick-| by that gentleman. He should like to 
ing them up everywhere where they | know how Mr. Waugh came to be con- 
could be got. At first no horses and | nected with so many of those dealers in 
very few ponies could be purchased under Hungary. He was aware that Mr. 
£40 each. Of course, everybody knew!) Waugh had got a brother who was a 
that if they wanted anything in a hurry horse trainer in Hungary. He was 
they always had to pay an increased | aware that the hon. Baronet the Member 
price, and the price was always re-| for Dulwich sent Mr. Waugh to General 
gulated by the urgency of the demand. | Truman to see if he could be of any 
He regretted that the hon. Baronet the | assistance at the hon. Baronet’s expense 
Member for Dulwich was absent, because | at the beginning of the war. He wanted 
he had the pleasure of talking to him on | to call the attention of the House to one 
this subject, and he told him that he particular thing with regard to the price. 
intended to raise this question, andthey| Mr. Waugh said he would be able to 
had a jong talk upon it. He wished to deliver horses at £35 apiece with a 
pay a tribute to the hon. Baronet for his commission of £2 to the dealer. And 
courtesy towards him, for he readily because the Government paid £35 
showed him the evidence he had got; per horse, they now heard a great deal 
but at the same time he informed him about the price being very excessive, and 
that he thought it was his duty to bring | yet Mr. Waugh was going to pay £35. 
this matter forward. He regretted that Mr. Waugh also stated that he could 
on account of his health the hon. Baronet | deliver cobs at £17, but he thought there 
was unable to be present tonight. In would be extra charges for them after. 
the speech the hon. Baronet made inthis He said that horse dealers gave him this 
House he said that he had todraw atten- information. When Mr. Waugh was 
tion to a great scandal in connection with | cross-examined about the horses passed 
the Imperial Yeomanry, and that wasthe for the Imperial Yeomanry, he said that 
reason why he (the hon. Member) con- the class of horses obtained was very 
fined himself to this point. In an article inferior indeed. He was then asked if 
which appeared in the Daily Mail the | he had seen any of the horses, and he 
hon. Baronet the Member for Dulwich replied, “Only some of the cobs that 
asserted that he had proofs that certain have been rejected.” Afterwards he 
officers had put money into their own | further stated, “That the horses he had 
pockets. He was aware that the hon. geen rejected were not a bad class.” 
Baronet repudiated that idea, for he had | ‘Those horses were submitted by a horse 
stated that he never suggested, “+ mae | dealer named Sweimer who made a 
to suggest, that any British officer had eager h d said 

put money into his own pocket, but | Comtract at £20 each, and said that he 
what he did mean was that there had | lost £1,500 on the contract, or £6 per 
been great neglect of duty on the part horse. That was a kind of horse dealer 
of certain officers in passing horses. It he had never had the pleasure of dealing 
wasa great pity that the hon. Baronet did | with, and he seemed to be one of those 

Mr. Kenneth Balfour, 
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horse dealers who was always in the 
habit of saying that he was giving his 
horses away. 


He would now come to one of the 
chief pieces of evidence upon which the 
statements of the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Dulwich were based and brought 
before the House. At the former inquiry 
a letter was put in from a man named 
Kuster. This man was not subjected to 
eross-examination, but he made a declara- 
tion which he would read to the House. 
In regard to this matter he wished to 
state distinctly that he felt that the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Dulwich in 
bringing forward the charges which he 
did put forward was actuated by per- 
fectly good faith, and he believed that 
he was perfectly right and was firmly 
convinced that the evidence he had got 
was perfectly trustworthy and would stand 
cross-examination. Kuster’s declaration 
was as follows— 


“I, the undersigned, Friedrich Kuster, 
trainer, residing in Vienna, Adamsgasse, de- 
clare and certify herewith, speaking the truth, 
the following. I was employed as_ second 
trainer with Mr. Leopold Hauser, and was in 
1900 by Mr. Leopold Hauser employed to assist 
to brand the horses received for delivery to 
South Africa. After I was no longer in the 
above mentioned service Messrs. Waugh. Folgar, 
and Luezenbacher came to me in the year 
1901 (1 believe in July, 1901) and sent for me 
to the hotel ‘ Erzherzog Karl’ in Vienna, and 
in Budapest to the Hotel Continental. These 
gentlemen told me that they were representa- 
tives of the English Government, and offered 
to take me into their service because they 
would receive the contract for the delivery of 
horses for England, and that they would open 
depots in Hungary. They offered me a salary 
four times as large per year as [ had been re- 
ceiving with Mr. Leopold Hauser on the con- 
dition that I would make statements according 
to their wishes referring to the delivery of 
horses by Hauser. I was at that time in 
needy circumstances, but as the post offered to 
me in the future time was of no help to me at 
that moment I told them so openly. Therefore, 
they gave me, to induce me to make the state- 
ment required at once the sum of 160 gulden 
and I have confirmed all, what and how they 
have asked from me, viz., I have signed and 
confirmed their document. 

* FRIEDRICH KUSTER.” 
This statement was witnessed by the 
notary public who identified this man 
as Friederich Kuster. He gave that 
document to the House for what it was 
worth. 
it, was the witness of a perjured man 
who had put his name to a document 
that he admitted was untrue. 
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That declaration, on the face of | 


Therefore, , 
{ 
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the House must treat this man’s evidence 
which he gave and which was published 
in the Blue-book accordingly, for it must 


be discredited. He had another letter 
| stating that this man had been offered 


money by other people to make a declara- 
tion against the purchaser, and when he 
spoke to the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Dulwich on the matter, and asked 
him what he would say if he made the 
statement that some of his evidence was 
*bought’’ evidence, he gave him the 
name of the man Kuster, and the hon. 
Baronet replied, “ I think they did pay his 
expenses of seven or eight pounds.” It 
might have been travelling expenses 
or anything else they liked, but that 
man’s evidence was discredited. If this 
sort of thing was done in the case of the 
man Kuster, it might have been done in 
other cases, and men may have been 
persuaded to sign statements equally 
discreditable to themselves. When they 
considered the Report generally they 
would find that out of thirty odd letters 
no less than twelve were signed by men 
who admitted themse!ves to be horse 
dealers. There might he disappointed men 
in other cases who had not got what they 
anticipated, and they might be per. 
suaded to make statements equally dis- 
creditable to themselves. With regard 
to the evidence of Mr. Folgar, he wished 
to call attention to the fact that this 
witness stated that if he got the contract 
he would be obliged to employ another 


| person to mix with the farmers, because 


he could not himself do that work. He 
passed to the evidence, which had been 
referred to before, of a German waiter. 
He was very much astonished that any 
one in authority should hesitate between 
the word of an English officer and a 
foreigner, who, judging from the state- 
ments which appeared about this country 
in the Continental Press, we might con- 
sider it probable would be prejudiced 
against us. He was glad to say that he 
had in his possession a very extraordinary 
document, which he believed to be, 
though he could not be certain, by the 
same head waiter. An officer of the 
Austrian Hussars went through the 
books at the hotel where Colonel 
Maclean and Captain Webb stayed; got 
a statement from the landlord and the 
waiter, and satisfied himself that Colonel 


Maclean’s and Captain Webb’s bills were 
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paid by those officers. The translation 
of the declaration was as follows— 

“JT, the undersigned. do by the present 
declare that the English Colonel, Allan 
Maclean, was staying and dining at my hotel 
‘Barany, and that on every Sunday he him- 
self paid his debt. and not the firm Hauser. 
My sivnature does certify the truth of these 
facts. 

Izabadka on the Ist of March, 1902. 
ANDREW LICHNECKERT, 
Hotel-keeper. 
MIcHAEL ZECHMEISTFR, 
Head Waiter.” 
That document, signed and sealed, de- 
elared that the officers paid their bill 
at the hotel, and yet it was stated that 
Hauser paid the bill. They ought to 
believe that the word of an English 
officer and a gentleman was above sus- 
picion. 


(10.15.) Sim ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): The hon. Gentleman is much 
tobe commended nodoubt for having stood 
up for the honour of his friends Colonel 
Maclean and Captain Webb. I have 
nothing to say against them, and I am 
not aware that anybody else in the Report 
or otherwise has said anything against the 
honour and integrity of those gentlemen. 
I will not follow the hon. Gentleman in 
his examination about the German waiter, 
because I am not quite sure that that 
German waiter is the same person as was 
referred to in distinguished quarters some 
time ago. I think he is another waiter, 
but I attach no importance to that, 
having had considerable experience of 
that kind of document or deposition of 
the German waiter or of any other 
waiter to whom no questions were put in 
the way of testing the evidence, and 
whose identity, after the speech of the 
hon. Gentleman, seems to me to be a little 
in doubt. 

In regard to the subject-matter of 
this Motion, I think I ought to say how 
much | myself regret, and I think a good 
many others, the attack, for it was 
nothing else, which has been made on my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition by the Secretary of State for 
War. I think my right hon. friend said 
what he had to say with the greatest 
good humour and in a very moderate 
tone, and I think also ina very convincing 
tone. I do not think it was worth while 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
fish about in order to make reflections 
upon the past official actions of my right 

Mr. Kenneth Balfour. 
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hon. friend. I say so for two reasons, 
One of them is that my right hon. friend 
has no opportunity of making any 
explanation ; and if he had attempted an 
explanation I think it would have been 
ruled out of order, as it was certainly 
wholly irrelevant to the debate to refer 
to these -matters. I deny the ,charge 
which the right hon. Gentleman was 
pleased to make that it is the desire of the 
Opposition to make Party capital out of 
this Motion. I must say that if that 
were our desire, which I disclaim most 
sincerely, Party capital is much better 
made by the refusal of the Government to. 
inquire into these matters than by any 
compliance with the request of my right 
hon. friend. The surprising thing is that 
the right hon. Gentleman should believe 
this to be impossible of men of honour, 
of lovers of their country, and moderately 
intelligent, if they do not happen to agree 
with him and his friends in regard to the 
painful and distressing questionsconnected 
with the origin and conduct of the war. 
After all, it is a matter of taste, and I am 
not sure, upon reconsideration, that what 
the right hon. Gentleman has stated that 
it is either just or in good taste constantly 
to make the kind of observations 
which he has made. 

The need of inquiry into these matters 
is admitted. The Secretary for 
War states that it ought to take place 
at a later stage, which he put off toa 
few months hence. I sincerely hope the 
event which is to determine the date 
of the inquiry may not be more than 
three or four months off, but it is to- 
come hereafter. That is the view of 
the right hon. Gentleman. J ask, in the 
first place, Is there a pressing case for 
inquiry ? First of all we have to con- 
sider the troops in the field. We have 
to do what is best for them to enable 


them to pursue their duties, and also to 


make them as comfortable as eircum- 
stances will permit. After that we have 
another duty, and that is to the tax- 
payers, who have made willing sacrifices 
for the purpose of doing all that they 
can for our countrymen in the field. 
But it should not be forgotten that we 
are the guardians of the publie purse, 
and that we should see that no extor- 
tion, extravagance, and, above all, fraud 
occurs. I say that because one hon. 
Gentleman, who cpoke from the other 
side of the House, stated that in his 
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deliberate opinion there had been in- 
competence, unbusinesslike methods, and 
fraud. So far as incompetence and un- 
businesslike methods are concerned, | 
think everybody is agreed, and, so far as 
the accusations of fraud were concerned, 


-Remounts 


all l can say is that there are grounds | 


for suspicion. [ am not speaking of 
grounds for suspicion against British 
officers. | am speaking of what tran- 
spired, not only in the Committee relat- 
ing to the remounts, but also in the 
Committee that inquired a few years 
ago, and of which I was a member—a 
Committee in which we came to a 
definite finding after hearing a great 
deal of evidence. I have not the docu- 
ment before me, but I have seen it in 
the House. We found in substance that 
a few cases of bribery had been proved, 
but we found, although our methods of 
investigation were very difficult for the 
purpose of ascertaining anything of the 
kind, that there was strong suspicion 
that a system of secret commissions of 
which the hon. Member spoke, and which 
Iregard as one of the disgraces of our 
commercial system, had crept into the 
public service. Ithink the difference of 
prices which prevail, the devolution of 
contracts from one person to another, 
the vast profits made, and the absence 
of adequate inquiry and inspection, are 
circumstances which do not reflect credit 
on our business habits. 


Let me shortly state to the House 
the grounds there are for pressing 
for an inquiry. We have a group of men 
who seem to have quartered themselves 
on the War Office, no doubt in a time 
ofemergency and difficulty. Forexample, 
we have Houlder Brothers. I do not say 
anything of their integrity. They may be 
perfectly honest. That is one of the things 
we want to find out. But in the normal 
state of things theyareshipowners. Under 
the pressure of this war they seem to 
have blossomed out as butchers, horse 
contractors, and produce merchants and 
contractors on a very large scale. It isa 
curious thing that the Department should 
g0 to a firm of shipowners for these 
things. I do not say that it may not 
have been the best thing to do. There 
is another thing which was brought 
before the House on the authority of the 
hon. Member for Northampton. In 


connection .with the horse-buying in 
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Llungary, when some of the animals were 
presented for inspection, and rejected 
by the officers of the Government, they 
were taken to another establishment and 
bought for the Chartered Company, and 
so they were taken out to Sou h Africa. 
That was a state of things which certainly 
was not businesslike. 1 will only say a 
word about price. Horses which were 
bought for £8 or £10 seemed to have 
been, after a little expenditure of £3 or 
£4, sold for £33 or in some cases £20. 
That is a perfectly abnormal price. We 
have instances, not of one but of several 
contracts being given out by the 
Department, and as soon as the con- 
tracts were made they have been 
sold for a large sum of money. 
That is a circumstance that cannot be 
overlooked, and it points in one direction. 
We have also a man of straw put forward 
as nominal contractor. 


We have another case, as to which [| 
wish to speak in a somewhat guarded 
way. My hon. friend the Member for 
Northampton told us about General 
Truman and Mr. Peters buying horses in 
America, the contractors being Houlder 
Brothers, and they themselves holding 
shares in Houlder Brothers. Now, Il am not 
going to affirm anything—lI should be the 
last man in the world, | hope, knowing 
how unjust it is, to make, or even to 
suggest, a charge without giving a man 
the opportunity of answering or explain- 
ing. 1 am not going to believe for a 
moment, without proof, that General 
Truman or Mr. Peters or anybody else was 
guilty of anything dishonourable in being 
paities to this contract ; but this is the 
kind of thing we realiy ought to inquire 
into. And pray let the House remember, 
if we are to inquire into it, and check this 
kind of thing, we must do it at once, or it 
will go on. If once it is known that 
there is a Commission or Committee of 
this House sitting for the purpose of 
investigating these things, it will ad- 
minister a salutary check to this practice. 
It will at least bring terror to the 
offenders once they are made aware that 
we are looking after, and determined to 
prevent, this mischievous and abominable 
practice of secret commissions. I make 
bold to say that it will cost this 


country millions and millions of money, 
and instead of being indifferent to it, we 
ought to follow up the recommendations 
of the Committee of 1900, to the effect 
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that the law should be made more strin- 
gent, and that there never ought to be 
any omissions to pursue this kind of thing 
under the criminal law. 

I have indicated some reasons why I 
think the inquiry is pressing. Beyond 
those, there is the general argument 
from precedent. If one goes back to old 
times, to what I might call the heroic 
times of this House, which I hope we 
may see return, one finds in inquiry after 
inquiry, the House saying—* A general 
representation, even a strong general 


representation, is not a case for con- 
demnation —- Heaven forbid; but it 
is a case for inquiry.” Who in 
this House will deny that there is 


all through the country the gravest 
and most serious suspicion in regard to 
the incompetence and mismanagement 
and, to some extent, the dishonesty of a 
great deal that has been done in the 
matter of buying in North America, in 
the Argentine, in the Cape, and here too ¢ 
Who is there that does not know that 
there are a large number of persons who 
are making themselves wealthy at the 
expense of the country through these 
contracts——-contracts rendered necessary by 
this—in any view—most unhappy and 
deplorable war. [“Oh, Oh!”] Surely 
nobody can deny that it is a most un- 
happy and deplorable war; but I will 
not pursue that. I say, Sir, that there 
are here all the elements for inquiry that 
there possibly could be. We want to 
put an end to this maladministration, if 
maladministration there be, or to remove 
these suspicions, if the suspicions prove 
to be unfounded. 

Then why not have this inquiry now ? 
That is the whole question. The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that inquiry 
was desirable, but he argued that the 
inquiry could not be held at this stage. 
He said there were ofticers in South 
Africa whose testimony would be necess- 
ary. Of course that might hinder the 
inquiry a little, but are there no things 
to be inquired into except things as to 
which officers would have to be called 
from South Africa? We know 120 or 130 
millions of money has been spent in 
buying various things. Is it to be said 
that we are not to inquire into any con- 
tracts except when Lord Kitchener comes 
back? Couldthere bea weaker argument, 
when we are buying horses and cattle and 
saddlery and forage here and in America, 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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|North and South, and elsewhere, than 
to say that we cannot make any inquiry 
without having Lord Kitchener back ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: JI am sorry to in- 
terrupt the hon. and learned Gentleman, 
but | said nothing of the kind. I noticed 
a particular attack made by the hon. 
Member for Northampton as to the 
meat contract made last year in South 
| America, and | said that if that was to 
be gone into Lord Kitchener would have 
to be recalled. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I should be 
sorry todo any injustice to the right 
hon. Gentleman ; if he limits his observa- 
tion to that I have nothing further to say 
upon it. Be itso, then. Lord Kitchener, 
we will take it, would have to be 
recalled for any inquiry into the meat 
contract ; but he would not need to be 
brought home for the purpose of inquir- 
ing into other contracts. We had an 
inquiry into Kynoch’s case—I was a 
member of that Committee—ard | think 
we got to the bottom of that—|‘“ Oh 
Oh !’|—well. at any rate I was satisfied 
that we got to the bottom of it—without 
requiring any evidence from South 
Africa, And similarly we got to the 
bottom of the hay contract without 
evidence from South Africa. Our diffi- 
culty was to get people to own up to 
what they had said elsewhere. The fact 
is, it is not necessary to go into those 
cases as to which the evidence of officers 
would be required. If there were ten 
thousand contracts, we could at any rate 
select some of them for inquiry. So that 
I think that argument falls to the 
ground. 

The other argument of the right hon. 
Gentleman was as to the engaging of War 
Office officials. 1 do not think I exagger- 
ate what the right hon. Gentleman said. 
He gave us to understand that it might 
have the effect almost of paralysing the 
War Office Department in the conduct 
ofthe war. But what does it come to! 
TheCommittee would sit, say, two days 
a week ; it would not call more than 
two witnesses a day, and the War Office 
people would not be the only witnesses 
called. There would probably be a War 
Office official called first of all, and then 
the contractor would be called, and then 
people who had seen the articles in ques- 
tion. That would be the kind of inquiry. 
_It mightmean the temporary appointment 
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of a few assistant or additional officials at | 


the War Office, for the purpose of doing 
the work of those who were detained on 
the inquiry. and these extra people 
would probably do four or five times the 
work of the men they temporarily re- 
placed. When this business was brought 
before the House of Commons at the 
time of the Crimean War the same kind 
of argument was used, and it will always 
be used by any Department—not because 
they want to act in bad faith, but they 
think they know all about their own busi- 
ness, and they resent any interference. 
This argument, again, has no foundation 
whatever. 

Those were the only arguments the 
right hon. Gentleman used against hav- 
ing an inquiry now. He said, “ Let 
us wait until the war is over.” I 
do not know whenthat will be, but 
when that happens memory will be 
stale, interest will be exhausted, and the 
chance of avoiding further mischief will 
be gone. You will have shut the stable 
door after the steed has gone, which is 
exactly what this glorious country always 
does, unless the House of Commons, in 
some lucid interval, interferes. I think 
that it is a great pity that the right hon. 
Gentleman should have refused an in- 
quiry, and refused it with so much 
passion, and apparently with the firm 
beliei—his fixed idea—that we on this 
side of the House who support the 
Motion are mischievous persons, enemies 
of their country, actuated merely by the 
desire to annoy him or to damage the 
country or the Government. I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
we are not quite so bad as all that. 
Time will show who is right and who is 
wrong on this as on many other matters. 
In the matter of this demand for inquiry 
I am sure the right hon. Gentleman is 
wrong. He makes this demand for in- 
quiry a question of confidence, so that 
you do not get the true sense of the 
House of Commons; you have the 
artificial and perverted side of the House 
—perverted by a sense of loyalty to 
Party, and an obligation to take into 
account other things than the real 
merits of the question before us. I 
think it is rather hard upon us. It 
seems to me that we are condemned to 
have the money of the country squandered 
and, for all 1 know, to be pillaged in 


and other Contracts. 270 
secret, without even the pitiful satistac- 
tion of knowing who are the delinquents. 
If that is so, all I can say is that there 
has seldom been a grosser abuse of power 
by a majority in this House. 


*(10.45.) Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hamp- 
shire, Fareham): I wish to give mv 
reasons for voting against this Motion. 
It has been put forward ostensibly as 
merely a demand for an inquiry, but it 
is, despite the protest of the hon. and 
learned Member for the Dumtries 
Burghs, nothing more nor less than a vote 
of censure on the Government, and we 
are perfectly justified in treating it as 
such. Several hon. Members complained 
of the Party spirit which my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War is 
supposed to have imparted into this 
debate. It seems to me these hon. 
Members are very thinskinned. They 
seem to think they are perfectly justified 
in hurling about all sorts of wild charges, 
and also in going about the country 
making mischievous speeches which aid 
and abet the enemy, and yet they come 
down here to complain and _ protest 
when we say what we think of their 
action. I am entirely unmoved by 
their protests. I regard this as a purely 
Party attack, and I must say that for a 
vote of censure moved by the Leader of 
the Opposition, I never heard a more 
uninspiring onslaught or a more insipid 
indictment. The hon. Member opposite 
says I have not heard many. | certainly 
have not, and I earnestly hope that if 
I am to hear any more votes of censure 
moved, the Opposition tactics will be of 
a more inspiriting nature. It is always 
interesting to have a trial of strength 
even against such a disjointed Opposi- 
tion, which some critic has dignified by 
the name of “ the many-headed hydra.”’ 
But we must remember that after all 
that was a formidable beast. Personally 
1 think the simile of a distracted 
centipede, stinging itself and its foes 
with feverish impartiality, would be 
more appropriate. I do not complain 
of the action of the Opposition. It is 
the duty of an Opposition to oppose, and 
to try and embarrass the Government ; 
but I think that function could 
have been better discharged than by 
the serving up of irrelevant and petty 


gossip, and by the raking of garbage 


heaps, after the manner of the hon. 
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Member for Northampton. We expected 
something more serious than that. 
Mistakes have, of course, been made 


in connection with the purchase of 
supplies and horses for this war, but 
until you manage to attain the eternal 
ideal of the human race that govern- 
ment should only be conducted by the 
wise and good, I am afraid we shall 
have to put up with blunders and mishaps 
in war. 

Is the real object which underlies this 
Motion to punish the Government or its 
agents who may have been culpable ? 
It so, I contend that this is not the 
proper time. It is impossible now to 
ascertain the true facts by appointing 
a Select Committee of this House, which, 
I am told on high authority, is the worst 
possible tribunal to get at the truth on 
any subject. If such a Committee were 
appointed at present, the inquiry would 
not only be inconclusive, but would, 
despite the protests of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, actually hinder the progress of 
the war. I do not suppose the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition would be disturbed if it 
did. I think the Secretary of State for 
War is amply justified in his contention 
that it would not be desirable or 
possible to conduct this inquiry at the 
present time with any useful result. 
Is, on the other hand, the object of the 
Motion to help the Army in South 
Africa? Is it to ensure a more vigorous 
and forcible prosecution of the war ? I 
myself would be most strenuous in support 
of any Motion which would tend to do this 
and to hasten the conclusion of the 
war; but I am afraid the motive of 
the right hon. Gentleman is a very dif- 
ferent one. Even among those who have 
no party axe to grind in this matter, | 
think there has been a great deal of un- 
English hysteria about the proceedings 
which have taken place, and this has 
been stimulated by a section of the Press, 
who, of course, batten upon what they 
describe as ‘horrible scandals,” and mag- 
nify into “grave disasters’’ even the most 
petty mishaps. These papers throw up 
their hands in horror and affect the 
utmost surprise and indignation because 
there have been occasions 
Government has been “done.” Was there 
evera war in which “a” Government 
has not been done? Or was it even 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 
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‘conceivable that a Government should 


not be done in time of war? Was there 
ever a war without supply scandals? My 
right hon. friend in the course of his 
speech referred to defects in previous 
wars, and he appealed to me to speak of 
the defects which transpired in the 
Spanish-American War in 1898. That 
places me ina somewhat difficult position, 
{ know a great deal of what occurred 
then, but there are many diplomatic 
difficulties in connection with discussing 
the matter, and as our friends on the other 
side of the Atlantic are apt to be sensitive 
about such things, I must be careful 
what I tell, especially as | have to return 
to America occasionally. I will say, how- 
ever, that I well remember, as soon as 
the American public got over their first 
excitement, how the whole of the country 
was ringing with a series cf so-called 
scandals, the “embalmed beef” scandal, 
and others. I feel justified in referring 


to the beef scandal, because it has 
been enlarged upon considerably in 
a book published by the American 


Secretary for War at that time, and, 
therefore, I do not think I shall be 
uffending our friends on the other side of 
the Atlantic if I refer to it. Do I 
understand that the right hon. Gentle. 
man urges me not to be too sensitive 
of the feelings of our friends ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
On the contrary, I said, in an observa- 
tion which I did not intend to reach the 
ears of the hon. Gentleman, ‘‘ Do not be too 
rash.” 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I will endeavour 
to avoid the right hon. Gentleman's 
example in the matter of rash utterances, 
and I propose to reserve the few 
hostile comments | have to make for 
the right hon. Gentleman himself, and 
not for our friends on .the other side 
of the Atlantic. I think, however, it is 
important to draw attention to 
the fact that in other countries 
charges have been made, with reference 
to scandals, which have not always been 
proved. ‘This particular scandal was not 
proved, although the American Com- 
mander-in-Chiet committed himself to 
the statement before a Commission of 
Inquiry—which Commission of Inquiry 
was not held until after the war— 
that the beef served out to the troops 


‘in the West Indies was unfit for human 
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consumption. It was described as “ em- 
balmed ” beef, because it was said the 
contract had been secured by a pro- 
minent firm of Chicago undertakers. | 
need hardly say there was not a word 
of truth in that statement, but it was a 
good story. It was also charged that one 
of the most serious causes of sickness and 
distress among the troops was the bad- 
ness of this meat, and although medical 
testimony was produced to that effect, 
the Commission did not find the 
charges proved, and, as a matter of 
fact, I do not think there was sufficient 
justification for them. 

I pass from that, however, and come 
to a case nearer home, which | 
think will appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition. 
He will doubtless recollect that he was 
himself once in the unfortunate position 
of my noble friend the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office, from 1880 to 
1882, just previous to the Egyptian 


campaign. | know he was transferred, 
about that time, to another sphere 
of usefulness at the Admiralty, yet 
he must share a _ certain amount 


of responsibility for the Jliches of 
the War Office at the commencement ot 
that campaign. He spoke this evening 
of a “military pienic. I think he will 
admit that the campaign in Egpyt was a 
military picnic as compared with the pre- 
sent war in South Africa, and that if there 
was an excuse for mistakes in Kgypt, 
there is a much greater excuse for 
mistakes at the present time. In that 
campaign there was not any notable 
horse scandal, but there was a very 
serious mule scandal. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: 
isrelevant. The hon. 


I do not think this 
Member is touch 


ing on a new topic altogether, which 
will very much enlarge the scope of 


discussion. 


* Mr. ARTHUR LEE: | bow to your 
ruling, Sir. 1 was only endeavouring 
to show that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had been equally as unfortunate, 
I will not say as culpable, as the mem- 
bers of the present Government. I have, 
however, no wish to dwell on blunders 
which occurred during the Egyptian 


campaign, or on blunders during the 
present campaign, but can any un- 


prejudiced person contend that mistakes 
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are not inevitable when the military 
system of a country has to be suddenly 
and rapidly extended far beyond the work 
for which it was designed? 


What is the extent of the scandals 
in this case? What has the Army 
been short of in South Africa? Has 
there been any complaint that the 
troops have been short of food, ammuni- 
tion, clothing, supplies, or stores! I 
have not seen the troops in the field 


myself, but I venture to say never 
has an Army been so well  sup- 
plied before. ‘True, there have been 
certain defects in connection with 


the horses, and at times there has been 
a scarcity of them; but I think it is 
clear that the shortage of horses has 
been a great deal more due to the ex- 
cessive wastage caused by hurrving them 
up the country before they y are properly 
fit. My right ‘hon. friend the Sec retary 
of State for War has himself protested 
against this practice, and has tried to 
arrange that the horses should have a 
proper time for rest. It all really comes 
down, then, to this horse question. But, | 
ask, is there in this House an hon. 
Member who has not himself been 
swindled when buying a single horse, 
when he had all the time he wanted and 
the benefit of expert advice? In 
time of war the Government require 
thousands of horses immediately, and 
have to compete with the combined 
ingenuity of the most Machiavellian of 
all professions. How, then, is it pos- 
sible for them to avoid being done? In 
the present case there have of course been 
some very bad instances; there has been 
gross neglect on occasions, and these cases 
| admit must be stringently inquired into 
when the war is over. My right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War has 
himself insisted that that inquiry shall 
take place for the vindication of his own 
Department ; but I entirely agree with 


him that this is not the proper time. 
The only thing we ought to insist 
upon now is that every possible 
step and every precaution shall be 


taken in order that the best possible 
horses shall be sent to South Africa. The 
question of cost, or even of excessive price, 
is relatively immaterial as long as we get 
the best horses. We want to get the best 
ages and to get them to the troops 
by the best methods. I be lieve, as a 
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matter of fact, the Remount Department 
has already been re-organised] and 
strengthened to a very large extent. As 
regards the buying of horses in the 
United States, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman referred, I have recently re- 
ceived a very excellent account of the 
working of the Remount Commission 
there, from a thoroughly expert and 
impartial observer. He admits, of 
course, that there have been scandals 
in the past; but he states that Colonel 
de Burgh, who is now in charge of 
the Remount Commission, has already 
brought it to a very high state of 
efficiency and organisation. The original 
blunder was giving a free hand to 
the veterinary surgeons without ade- 
quate supervision. It is of interest 
to note, by the way, that while we are 
paying from £17 to £20 for remounts in 
America, the United States Government 
have been paying £27 in the same districts. 
But of course they get a different stamp 
of horse. The United States require for 


officer’s charger, 15°3 hands high and 
entirely too light for the work in South 
Africa. Our remounts are Montana 
ponies of 14°3 hands, infinitely vetter 
suited to our work, and of course cheaper. 
As a matter of fact, every horse now 
passes through the hands of six officers, 
and, therefore, there is no possibility of col- 
lusion or of a bad horse slipping through. 
The lesson we have to learn from this 
is that when war is imminent, a Com- 
mission like that which has been sent to 
the United States should be at once des- 
patched to every possiblecountry of supply, 
under the command of a senior officer, not 
necessarily an expert in horses, but whose 
chief qualification would be a sound 
business head. Associated with him 
should be another senior officer with full 


financial control, and with them should | 


be associated the Military Attaché in the 
country. The veterinary surgeons 
should be simply used in order to 
examine and pass the horses. 
system is now carried out success- 
fully in the United States, and if 
it is carried out in future in all other 


countries, it will be almost impossible for | 


these mistakes to occur again. Byall means 
let us register our demand—the Secre- 
tary of State himself has endorsed it— 
that there should be a full, complete, and 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


{COMMONS} 


|The right hon. Gentleman objects. 
their cavalry what we would call an’ = ; 


That i 
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searching inquiry into the whole ques. 


tion of contracts as soon as the war is 


over, and when it is possible to get full 
and conclusive evidence without disturb- 
ing the course of the military operations, 


But let us now set aside all this ignoble 
pretence of disinterested zeal, and consider 
what is the real object of this Motion, and 
what will be the effect of this debate. 
What will the Army in South Africa say 
about it? What do they care about our 
wretched political squabbles, or whether 
the Secretary of State for War or the 
Leader of the Opposition comes out the 
better in what must seem a paltry stage 
duel to men absorbed in the stern reality 
of warfare, and face to face with death? 
They do not know, probably, who is 
the Leader of the Opposition at the 
present time. I feel sure that they can 
scarcely credit that it is the same Gentle. 
man whose name figures so constantly 
in captured Boer correspondence. [Sir 
H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN _ dissented.] 
It is 
all very well to object to these things 
being mentioned in the House, but are 
hon. Members to be debarred by considera- 
tions of ‘‘taste” from recalling them and 
reprobating them! Ifthe Army in South 
Africa thinks of the right hon. Gentle 
man at all, I hope they will think of him 
merely as a humble follower of the hon. 
Member for Waterford, and not hold a 
patriotic Liberal Party responsible for his 
sins. It was a great American who said, 
in a time of national stress: ‘‘My country, 
right or wrong.’ In our latter-day polities 


‘it is too often “ My country, right 


wrong,” according as it happens to best 
suit selfish political interests. 
man at the front cares for is how to 
strike a harder blow for his country, 
how to hasten the end of the war, and 
how to get back to his home and his 
family. We groan here about the weight 


of taxation and the burdens of this war: 


upon our shoulders—or our pockets. 
But are they comparable to the in- 
tolerable burden on those war-worn men 
at the front? If it is only a question of 
horses, let us devote our national energy, 
and our national wealth to pouring into 
South Africa horses, and again more 


horses, until the demands of the troops 
‘are fully satisfied. 


Without that, it is 
impossible that our columns can obtain 
that maximum of mobility which can 
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alone make it possible for them to follow 
up the enemy, and bring this weary war 
to a prompt and certain conclusion. 


*(11.10.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, E.) : The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down seems, for some unknown 
reason, to have constituted himself the 
Mentor as to the line which the Opposi- 
tion ought to take in connection with 
this war. Whatever competence the 
hon. Gentleman may have as regards the 
other side of the House, I for one, and I 
think I speak for my hon. friends also, 
repudiate his canons of taste as to the 
remarks which ought to be addressed 
from this side of the House on the 
question of the war. The hon. Gentle- 
man said that the attack from this side 
of the House was an insipid attack, but 
if it were anything but insipid he would 
at once have accused us of turning 
thi: debate into a Partychannel. I con- 
fess, speaking for myself, that I have 
been struck by the fact that every hon. 
Member who has addressed the House 
on this side has endeavoured to adduce 
some substantial evidence in support 
of his arguments. The Secretary of 
State for War, in reply to the Leader of 
the Opposition, took exception to the 
sincerity of the Opposition on the question 
of the remounts, transport, and other 
things on the ground that we produce 
no evidence in support of our statements. 
I should like to remind the House of 
what took place on the 6th of June last 
year. The hon. Member for Dulwich 
rose in his place and made a series of 
general insinuations against the honour 
and probity of certain unnamed ofticers. 
On the present occasion there have been 
no general insinuations, but specific ac- 
cusations against certain named officers 
and companies. Therefore, the argument 
relied on last July in connection with an 
indefinite charge, unsupported by evidence, 
cannot be applied to charges brought 
forward with so much distinctness and 
clearness by hon. Members on this side of 
the House. I should like to say a few 
words on the question of the Hungarian 
horses. An hon. Gentleman opposite 
defended, I think very properly and at 
considerable length, the personal honour 
of the officer concerned. As a Member 
of the Committee of Inquiry, I may say 
that all the officers concerned proved their 
personal probity, but only proved it at the 
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expense of their intelligence. What are 
the facts? The Imperial Yeomanry 
Committee made a contract with an 
Italian Jew resident in London, who 
handed it on to a German Jew resident 
in Newmarket, who passed it on to 
another Jew resident in Hungary, and 
between them they shared a profit of some- 
thing like 40 per cent. of the total con- 
tract. That profit was perfectly legitimate 
from the point of view of the dealer. 
He tried to get the better of the person 
making the contract, and it is unques- 
tioned and unquestionable that he suc- 
ceeded, but that only proved want of 
intelligence on the part of the person mak- 
ing the contract, and no way affected his 
personal honour. 

Now, I would like to ask the atten- 
tion of the Financial Secretary to the War 
Ottice to two or three charges, which | 
bring to the notice of the House on the 
authority of official reports made to the 
War Office by officers in South Africa, 
Take, for instance, the question of the 
Basuto ponies. In the White Paper pre- 
sented on the subject of remounts in 
South Africa mention is made by Colonel 
Birkbeck of the purchase of 3,000 Basuto 
ponies at an average ~ ice of £15, includ- 
ing a commission of £2 for what is 
euphemistically called “collection” to a 
certain enterprising firm of Scotsmen. 
That means that for collection—whatever 
collection may mean—Messrs. Fraser have 
received a payment of £6,000 out of the 
Public Treasury. But in another White 
Paper on Basutoland, presented by a 
Colonial office, mention is made of the 
further sale of 17,000 Basuto ponies to 
the War Office. I should like to know 
whether Messrs. Fraser have received £2 a 
head on those 17,000, because, if so, there 
will have been a payment to this firm of 
no less than £40,000 for collection. 

Then there is a subject which the 
Auditor General has brought to the notice 
of the House, in his remarks on the 


‘appropriation of Army funds, in connec- 


tion with the purchase of Spanish mules, 
The contract was for 96,000. The agent 
at the War Office is unable to produce a 
single receipt from any of the sellers con- 
cerned. Not only that, but the methods 
employed have aroused the suspicion in 
the minds of the War Office that he 
received not only his legitimate payment 
from the War Office, but also a payment 
‘from the sellers of the mules, which 
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mules, when taken out to South Africa, 
had been declared by Colonel Birkbeck to 
be flat-sided, misshapen, and exceedingly 
old. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have not the 
report here, but [ do not think there is 
any accusation against the buyer himself; 
1 think it is the agent who brought the 
mules together for the buyer to see. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: All I say 
is that there are no receipts producible at 
the War Office. I can assure the noble Lord 
that those are the words of the Auditor 
General. It seems to me to be so definite 
a case, with such positive information 
corroborated by persons unconnected with 
each other, that if the War Office are un- 
willing to grant a general inquiry, this, 
at all events, is a very glaring case which 
might be made the subject of a searching 
inquiry. 1 will pass over entirely the 
case of Major Peters and Argentina, to 
which considerable reference has been 


made, and come to New Orleans. Here, 
again, is a very remarkable case. The 


large gains made by the Army veterinary 
surgeon employed to pass the horses 
there have become a matter of common 
notoriety and gossip in the town, and 
he has been publicly charged in the 
newspapers with having received very 
large sums of money indeed in con- 
nection with the transactions with sellers 
of horses. This case was brought to the 
notice of the War Office, and the 
veterinary surgeon was ordered either to 
bring an action against the people who 
accused him or to take the consequences 
of what he had done. But so great had 
been his illicit gains that he abandoned 
his certainty ot promotion, his pension 
rights amounting to £800 or £1,000, and 
elected to do what the War Office ought 
never to have allowed him to do, viz., to 
retire from the service. The War Office 
suspicions must have been well founded, 
and yet the delinquent, for he is no less, 
was never brought to court-martial or 
cushiered ; he retired from the service 
without any stigma other than may 
be found in the ordinary intimation 
that he has left the service. Surely 
here, again, the duty of the War Office 
was not to hush up the matter. They 
ought to have brought this officer to a 
court-martial ; some searching inquiry 
Mr, Charles Hobhouse. 


‘COMMONS! 


| this want shoud be met. 
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ought to have been made into the whole 
circumstances of the case. From what 
I have been able to learn of the matter, 
if such an inquiry had been made other 
delinquents would have been drawn 
into the case, and a very gross scandal 
revealed. 

Then I should like to notice how these 
contracts have been carried out. We all 
know what Hungarian horses have been 
admitted to be. One or two Members 
who have had actual experience of them 
have testified to their not being bad 
horses, but the general consensus of 
opinion in South Africa appears to be 
that they have not been good horses or 
very well suited for their work. The 
Argentine horses are reported to have 
been bad and hali-broken ; the Australian 
are said to have been badly selected, the 
cavalry horses were disappointing, and 
the draught horses a scandal. That is 
the report of the responsible officer to 
the Commander-in-Chief on the selection 


of Australian horses. But the same 
officer goes on to say— 
“The mules purchased in Italy were a 


source, not only of inconvenience but of 
positive danger, and, as I have said before, the 
Spanish mules were flat-sided, misshapen, and 
very old.” 


On the other hand, it is quite true that 
a considerable number of horses pur- 
chased in this country, and the mules 
purchased in North America, were of 
a good and useful stamp. But a great 
number of the horses regarded as being 
bought in the United Kingdom and 
returned as English horses are not 
English horses at all. Take, for instance, 
the great mass of “bus horses taken up 
on registration ; nearly all of those are 
foreigners, many of them North American, 
so that they cannot be claimed as 
English horses at all. 

I should like to draw the attention of 
the House to what the remount officer 
says about the capacity of the pur 
chasing officers in South Africa. We are 
told that one of the essential features of 
the war, so far as remounts are con- 
cerned, is a knowledge of horse-flesh in 
all its branches, a knowledge of suitable 
management on a large scale. and 
especially a capacity and facility for pur- 
chase. We are told also by this same 
officer that it is absolutely essential that 
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this essential want been met? Colonel | inquiring into what is described by their 
Birkbeck reports that— own officer as a grave scandal and a 


“Not a single officer in the Department had | great waste of public money. 
any spe ve ok —s experience. ‘The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
We bought our knowledge at the expense of I ; : : 
the public purse; for want of expert officers | of State, in his . reply today, said that 
the Department has been at a grave dis- | the number of officers concerned in these 
advantage, a great waste of public money has | purchases was so great that it would be 
been caused, and, more significant still, the impossible to withdraw them from the 
standard of commercial morality has not been | foont without . SOC a oe he 
proof against. temptation.” | Iront withou causing | vita _ 108s to the 
|Army. Let me remind him that in 
Those are very serious accusations to | 1810 a Committee of the Whole House sat 
bring against any Department, and to inquire into the causes of the failure 
they are a confirmation of the demand | of the Walcheren expedition, and there 


{17 Marcu 1902} 


urged from this side of the House for an | 
immediate inquiry into these matters. 
Great attention has been directed in 
this debate to the want of proper attend- | 
ance on the horses. I should like to! 
know whether any of the contracts for | 
the purchase of horses took into con- | 
sideration the fact that these horses and | 
mules would be a long time at sea, and 
insisted on a proper attendance being 
provided during that period on board 
ship. What are the facts of he 
case? Twelve thousand horses and 
mules perished at sea. It is quite true 
that there may have been no particular 
pecuniary loss in consequence, but the 
absence of so large a number of remounts 
at the base must very seriously have 
affected the calculations made in antici- 
pation of their being available, and upset 
some of the plans thus made. In the 
Remount Committee we had evidence 
from Colonel Hotham that so far as he 
was concerned the attendance on the, 
transport ships consisted of the sum of | 
liverpool and the sweepings of various | 
prts, and that a large number of these | 
people had never handled a horse. A| 
proof of the importance of what he says | 
the fact that upon this particular ship | 
noless than 6 per cent. of the horses 
died in the course of the voyage to South | 


Africa. Colonel Birkbeck says that the | 


were examined in detail before the whole 


House, tne Commander-in-Chief of that 


day, the principal Admiral, the Chairman 
of the then Transport Board, and nearly 
every one of the great officers of the Army. 
At that time there were serious warlike 
operations, the issue of which were far 
more doubtful than the issues of this war 
were ever expected to be. Whatever 
other results that inquiry had, it certainly 
improved the morale of the Army. The 
number of officers we should have to 
withdraw from the front would be very 
small. We have been told that of five 
purchasing officers in Australia but three 
were now at the front, and that of five 
officers who had been purchasing in 
Argentina only two were at the front. 
Therefore officers are available now before 
the war is over. There are many officers 
in this country now who can give infor- 
mation. Colonel Bridge can tell us what 
took place in South Africa. Others can 
tell us what happened in Australia, 
Hungary, Servia, Montenegro, and 
Russia. And there is ample material 
available to arrive at a verdict as to the 
making of these contracts. This is not a 
case of party at all. It may be true that 
after a searching inquiry has been made 


a strong case may be made out against 


the War Office, and the result of the 
inquiry may be that the right hon. 


tad condition is almost invariably a) Gentleman will be displaced, but surely 
question of the efficiency of those in charge. | that patriotism he constantly demands 
Ishould like to know how far this ques-| from the Opposition would induce him to 
tion of attendance on the ships has been | lay down his office for the good of the 
‘matter of consideration in the making | country. 

of contracts. It is the worst possible; But the whole of his argument is 
onomy to send a valuable cargo of | absolutely besidethe point. The question 
horses to sea and place an inadequate |is: has extravagance prevailed in the 
personnel in charge of them. Even if} public service? Have officers robbed or 
ipon no other ground, the Government | not robbed the office which they were 
ought, on the ground of economy, to supposed to serve? Upon these points 
ford the House an opportunity of | there has been concealment and secrecy. 
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It has first aroused public suspicion and 
then justified it. If in the course of an 


{COMMONS} 


| 


inquiry those suspicions are refuted, then | 


nobody will be more congratulated by 
the country and by this House—and I 


venture to say also by the Opposition— | 


‘han the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War. On the other 
hand, if there has been serious faults and 
want of control over subordinate officers, 
then it seems to me that we ought to be 
able to obtain summarr iustice for the 
offenders. 


*(11.35.) Mason SEELY (Isle of 
Wight): It is certain that an inquiry 
into such mistakes as have been made is 
desirable andshould be conducted, but as 
[ understand it, the question is not as to 
whether an inquiry should or should not 
be held, but whether the present time is 
the moment to hold that inquiry. I 
understood from the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War that he is fully alive to 
certain shortcomings in this war, even 
as we are aware of the shortcomings of 
every other war. The right hon. Gentle- 
man spoke oi 


when the said they were less than 
might have been expected owing to the 
sudden strain, he said even less than the 
truth. My hon. friend the Member for 
East Bristol referred to the inquiry held 
in 1811 into the failures in the Walcheren 
expedition, and he stated that at that time 
the issue was even 


fatal than in the present war. I may agree 


that it was more doubtful, but I do not | 


agree that it was more fatal. If you 
are to choose this moment to bring 
certain isolated black spots to light, that 
which is the object of every hon. Member 
of this House—namely, to assist our 
troops to bring the present operations 
to a successful conclusion—will not be 
assisted. 

A great deal has been said tonight 
with regard to the remounts, and the 


his knowledge of the | 
shortcomings in the frankest manner, but 


more doubtful and | 


gravamen of the charge against the' 
Government is that those remounts were | 


not as good as they should have been. 
Having seen samples of every remount 


in South Africa, no doubt it is easy to | 
imagine a better horse than some of those | 


I had to do with, but I cannot say honestly | 
that it is certain that a better horse could large profits cannot be denied. 
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course of the war. No doubt better 
horses could have been obtained at a 
given moment. At one time Basuto 
ponies might have been bought, which 


are not available now, and we might 
thus have been spared some of the 


Argentine horses, but the statement that 
the remount service has been grossly mis- 
managed throughout is grossly untrue. | 
will refer to the remount establishments 
in South Africa. I have seen many of 
these establishments, and, as far as a 
humble soldier could judge, they were 
admirably managed. It may be, as my 
right hon. friend has said, that horses have 
been sent to the front from these 
depots without sufficient rest, but 
when everybody is overworked mistakes 
of that kind must arise ; but where 
people have had the opportunity to 
be at rest, I am glad to think that my 
countrymen have shown their usual 
capacity for dealing with the subject in 
a common-sense way. Both in Natal and 
Cape Colony and at the different bases 
the remount establishments have been 
conducted in a manner which I am sure 
would be a surprise to hon. Members 
opposite, who seem to think that every- 
thing in South Africa is wrong. I can 
honestly assure hon. Members opposite 
that with regard to the remount estab- 
lishments in South Africa, they are 
altogether on the wrong scent. 

With regard to the land transport, 
out of which great profits are said to 
have been made by certain individuals, 
although it is probable that these great 
profits were made, it should be borne in 
mind that if such arrangements had not 
been made at the moment, it is more 
than likely that we should not have got 
the transport we desired. I think hon. 
Members opposite do not appreciate the 
immense difficulty of dealing with so 
large an area as that from which this trans- 
port had to be collected. One hon. 
Member stated that if our own officers 
had endeavoured to collect this transport 
so much per cent. would have been saved. 
I submit that that is not so. I do not 
know from which particular farms and 
districts all those waggons and oxen 
came, but I do know that these 
particular men who had this contract 
were only able to put their hands upon 
them through an intimate knowledge 
of the district. That they have made 
The 


have been obtained throughout the whole | question is, however, could you have 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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obtained the transport without their as- 
sistance ? Lord Roberts’ greatest success 
was undoubtedly due in a great degree 
to his large and rapidly improvised 
transport. I should be the last person 
to endeavour to induce any persons, 
and more especially this honourable 
House, to shrink from investigating 
anything which was wicked and wrong, 
but I would ask the House to reflect 
that there are moments when, by 
spending money, you do so, well 
knowing that you are going to lose a 
large percentage in order to obtain what 
you require. [f that is true of the land 
transport, I believe it is also true of the 
horses, though in a less degree. 

With regard to sea transport, I think, 
speaking broadly, it is agreed that it 
has been well and honestly done. [An 
Hon. MEMBER: No.| An hon. Member 
says “no,” but it is difficult to argue 
only from one’s own individual experi- 
ence.- I think if you would reter the 
matter of sea transport to any impar- 
tial tribunal, they would find that it 
had been well and efficiently managed. 
To suggest that a Committee of this 
House should be called upon at this 
inopportune moment to consider such 
a question as sea transport, to decide 
whether it has been badly managed 
or’ not, is an absurd proposition, at 
a time when the tremendous weight of 
evidence goes to show that it has been 
well managed, and when there is only an 
infinitesimal weight of opinion on, the 
opposite side. 

But, Sir, apart from the various details 
vu gwhich I have spoken, there is 
a broad principle involved. I said at 
the commencement of my remarks, 
that what we had to consider was, how 
to best secure the success of our arms 
inthe field, and I say, that by 
pushing this matter to a division, we 
are not going to assist that object. 
I know full well that my saying this 
may be held to imply that I take a 
gloomy view of this war. I donot say 
that I do or do not, but I say that 
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time the question as to who shall rake 
over those old ash-heaps, and who shall 
interpret the dream, not of the chiet 
butler but of the head waiter. I would 
| suggest in all seriousness that we should 
turn our faces resolutely to the future. 
I know very well that if the Government 
were cynically minded they would 
welcome this inquiry, for it would show 
that the past, whatever its faults, has 
been illumined by the gallantry of our 
‘troops and by hard and steadfast work 
on the part of the non-combatant staff 
in South Africa. They have chosen 
another course, a bolder course, a more 
difficult course, and they have turned 
their faces to the future, which is not 
all bright. I for one, fully asI agree 
that any malpractices should be brought 


to light in this House, do not believe 
that this is the moment when the 
inquiry should take place. I would 


appeal to hon. Members opposite to 
realise the gravity of the situation in 
which we now stand, and, though they 
may discuss, not to force this, matter, to 
en ie 


*(11.48.) Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, 
Crewe) said there was one Department at 
| least !in connection with the proposed 
inquiry which would not require the 
| recall of a single officer, and that was 
the question of the purchase of remounts 
in this country, without regard to those 
'which were made public abroad. The 
| general impression made was one of com- 
| plete bewilderment as to the choice the 
|Government had made of the officials 
whom they were employing to make 
purchases in various parts of this country. 
The hon. and gallant Member for 
| Christchurch spoke of his friend, Colonel 
Maclean. That officer was also a friend 
of his, and he had nothing to say 
‘of him but words of the highest 
commendation. He was a man of 
the highest experience and character. 
A successor of his in the command 
of the same regiment was on the 
| retired list, and, having great experience 





this is a critical moment, when we/in horses and wishing to do some 


have just suffered a bitter defeat, and 
when it does not consort with the 
dignity of this House to be frittering 
away time by trying to impute dishonest 
motives to officers in the field. I would 
suggest that we should leave to another 


| service, he offered his services for 
any post in which he might be useful. 
He was ordered to go out to New 
Orleans to purchase horses, and he had 
made preparations for his passage by 
steamer, when all of a sudden he received 
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a telegram countermanding the appoint- NEW BILL. 
ment, and without giving any reason | 
therefore. Shortly afterwards, another | 
officer was appointed, and it was a matter 


TRADE MARKS. 


: , _ Bill to amend and consolidate the Law 
of notoriety that that officer was not at ‘relating to Trade Marks, ordered to be 
all competent to discharge the duties, | brought in by Mr. Butcher, Mr. Bond, 
with the result that the purchases in that Mr. Cohen, Mr. Kearley, Mr. Kimber, 
part of the world had been anything but | Mr. Field, Mr. M‘Kenna, Mr. Nannetti, 
satisfactory. He did not know General | Mr. Warr, Mr. Yoxall, and Lord Henry 
Truman except in connection with official | Bentinck. 

matters, but he was quite sure that ae TRADE MARKS BILL. 

was a man of the highest honour ; but it) 7) amend and consolidate the Law 


was perfectly notorious, to use 4 some-| relating to Trade Marks,” presented 
what vulgar expression, that, for an | accordingly, and read the first time; to 
officer connected with a cavalry regiment | be read a second time upon Monday 
he was one of the most unhorsey men | next, and to be printed. [Bill 128.] 

in the whole service. It was most in- | 
explicable that he ever got the position | 


to which he was appointed. In regard | yousinG OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 
to the purchase of horses in this country, | L : 

, ords Message [3rd March], relating 
he had already referred in the House to | t the appointment of a Joint Committee 
the extraordinary fact that farmers | on the housing of the working classes, 
apparently never had the chance o/ selling | read, and considered. 
to the agents. What they said was that 
the agents who were appointed, certainly; Ordered, That a Select Committee of 
in the early part of the war, were very | seven Members be appointed to join with 
largely not the right class of men, and|a Committee to be appointed by the 
that they did not go to the right persons | Lords to consider the Standing Orders 
from whom to buy. The scandal of the | relating to houses occupied by persons 
purchase of worthless horses in Hungary | of the labouring class, and the clauses 
might have been altogether avoided if the | usually inserted in Private and Local 
offers of service submitted to the War | Bills and Provisional Order Confirma- 
Office by Colonel Wardrop, the military | tion Bills in pursuance thereof; and to 
attaché at Vienna, had not been ignored. | report whether any Amendments should 
be made in such Standing Orders and 
(11.58.) Debate adjourned till to-| Clauses, and especially whether any, and 
morrow. what, provision should be made for better 
securing the re-housing of all persons of 
the labouring class who may be displaced 

: ; in connection with the undertakings to 

Onder ted for —_ adjourned which the Bills relate, whether displaced 
debate on Question [27th February], under the powers given by the Bill 

“That the Bill be now read a second P en ae re ae 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 


eg otherwise. 
time. 
: Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
Question put, and agreed to. therewith. 


Bill read a second time, and committed | _, OPdered, That three be the quorum of 
for Monday next. the Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


oy at five after minutes 
welve o'clock. 





Mr. Tomkinson. 





“ement of a Speech indicates revision by the Mer 


Asterisk (*) at the commene 


tn 


289 


Hi 


an? 2a. — 
a 3 & 


- 
= 
= 


= 


— 


eo 


a 





289 Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 18th March, 1902. 


OFFICE OF LORD GREAT CHAMBER- 
LAIN. 
Committee for Privileges met ; Counsel 
for the Earl of Ancaster further heard in 
reply: Counsel for the Duke of Atholl | 
heard in reply: Counsel for the Marquess | 
of Cholmondeley and the Earl Carrington 
heard in reply: The Attorney General | 
¢ heard in reply: Committee adjourned | 

= sine die. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


= House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
* had laid upon the Table the Certificate | 

‘from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with— 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1). 
The same was ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 


LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.1.}. 
The King’s consent signified; and 
: Bill reported from the Select Committee, | 
with Amendments. 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Membe 


ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [4.1.]}. 


Reported, with an Amendment. 
DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Asterisk (*) at the 


S BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL 


ASHTON -UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA BRIDGE, | 
ETc.) BILL [H.t. ]. 


Reported, with Amendments. 
LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK ABANDONMENT BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment. 
XOSSEN DALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


VOL. CV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 
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DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [u.t.}. 


CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Read 3" and passed, and sent to the 
_ Commons. 
| BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEA- 
SHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL. 
EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 
FAREHAM GAS BILL. 
| NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1" ; 


| and referred to the Examiners 
' 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Reports and papers relating to the 

—" of teachers, for the year 1900- 


ETC. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
AND VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 
Forty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Registrar General in Scotland for the 
| year 1901, and Thirty-seventh Annual 
| Report on Vaccination. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND). 


Forty-fourth Annual Report of His 
Majesty's Inspector of Constabulary for 
| Scotland for the year ended 31st Decem- 
| ber, 1901. 


| CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS, 1886-87. 

| Report by the Crofters Commission, 
| being for the year ended 31st December, 
| 1901. 
| 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

| List of School Boards and School 





| Wales. 


| Presented [by Command] and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


BUILDING SOCIETIES. 

Seventh Annual Report of the Chief 
Registrar of Friendly Societies of the 
proceedings of the registrars under the 
| Building Societies Acts, with an abstract 
of the annual accounts and statements 
of societies for the year 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


M 
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HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee, to consist 
of seven members, to join with a Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the 
Standing Orders relating to houses 
occupied by persons of the labouring 
class, and the clauses usually inserted 
in Private and Local Bills and Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bills in pur- 
suance thereof; and to report whether 
any Amendments should be made in 
such Standing Orders and Clauses, and 
especially whether any and what pro- 
vision should be made for better secur- 
ing the re-housing of all persons of the 
labouring class who may be displaced in 
connection with the undertakings to 
which the Bills relate, whether displaced 
under the powers given by the Bills, or 
otherwise ; and to request this House to 
appoint an equal number of Lords to be 
joined with the Members of their House. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Leave given to the Committee to re- 
port from time to time: First Report 
from the Select Committee made, to be 


printed, and to be considered on Thurs- 
day next. [No. 35.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP AT, 1901, 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.L.}. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee, without Amendment, and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


SOLICITORS BILL [u.3.}. 


BISHOPRIC OF SOUTHWARK BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 


passed, and sent to the Commons. 


CHINA—WEI-HAI-WEI--ANGLO- 

JAPANESE AGREEMENT, Ere. 
*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, in calling the attention of the 
House to the subject of Wei-Hai-Wei, I 
shall endeavour to avoid anything which 
may savour of political partisanship, 
because I feel that this is an important 
matter, and one which ought to be 
considered fairly and impartially upon 
its own merits. I need hardly remind 


{LORDS} 


Hai-Wei—d&e. 


_your Lordships that the history of our 


| 
t 


connection with Wei-Hai-Wei is a some- 
what curious one. It was taken by the 
Japanese from the Chinese, and held by 
them for two years as a security for the 
payment of the indemnity, and it was 
then occupied by this country as a set- 
off to the occupation of Port Arthur by 
Russia, and, to use the language of the 
noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government, who was then Foreign 
Secretary, “in order to strengthen 
China in the hour of her despair.” I 
was delighted to hear my noble friend 
the First Lord of the Admiralty tell 
your Lordships, when this matter was 
before the House last month, that His 
Majesty’s Government had no intention 
of giving up Wei-Hai-Wei. It was 
announced that the Government in- 
tended to retain Wei-Hai-Wei, but not 
to protect it against a raiding squadron. 
The tenure upon which we hold Wei- 
Hai-Wei is “ for as long as Russia con- 
tinues to hold Port Arthur,” and, I 
think, we may take it that that will be a 
very long time, because there is no 
intention, as far as we know, on the part 
of Russia, after the large expenditure 
which has been incurred, to retire from 
Port Arthur. | am informed by naval 
authorities that Wei-Hai-Wei is an ex- 
cellent place ;<in fact, the best place for 
the health and discipline of a squadron. 
I am quite sure your Lordships will 
agree that even, in that capacity, it is 
of considerable importance; but I hope 
the Government will reconsider their 
decision not to fortify it against a raiding 
squadron. I presume that when we 
took Wei-Hai-Wei originally we were 
influenced by what is known as 
the theory of balance of power, 
and, therefore, I would ask your 
Lordships to compare our action 
in regard to Wei-Hai-Wei with the 
action of Russia in regard to Port Arthur. 
Russia had the guns, ammunition, ard 
mountings for the fortification of Port 
Arthur shipped on board the steamers of 
her volunteer fleet before she seized Port 
Arthur, and within a few months after 
Port Arthur fell into the hands of Russia, 
it was made impregnable against sea 
attack, and 16,000 troops were placed 
there to protect it from land attack. | 
think your Lordships ought to bear in 
mind that Port Arthur is only eighty-five 





293 


geos 
mile 
has 

fort 
the 

mad 
who 


O 
acti 
Hai. 
Port 
it 
Lew 
to 1 
pres 
upol 
rail 
wer 
and 
have 
is | 
rega 
com 
reac 
for 
wou 
hav 
fort: 
to 
or W 
of p 
My 
Adn 
ques 
diffe 
of n 
of th 
Go 
both 
Fitz’ 
on t! 
over 
it ag 
that 
Con 
Wei. 
wort 
to t| 
to t 
adoj 
fect 
info 
nill 
ma k 
torp 
His 
tanec 
the 


yur 
ne- 
the 
by 
the 
vas 
set- 
by 
the 
the 
ign 
nen 

I 
end 
tell 
Was 
His 
ion 
Was 
in- 
not 
‘on. 
Vei- 
‘On- 
1, I 
ea 
no 
art 
ure 
rom 
ival 
ex- 
for 
ron. 
will 
it: is 
jope 
heir 
ling 
we 
vere 

as 
wer, 
‘our 
tion 
the 
hur. 
ard 
Port 
's of 
Port 
fter 
ssia, 
sea 
ced 
r in 


five 





993 China —Wei- {18 Marcu 1902} Hai-Wei—de. 294 


geographical miles, or ninety ordinary 
miles, from Wei-Hai-Wei. Russia also 
has Vladivostock, a first-class naval 
fortress, which has, I am informed, by 
the construction of ice-breakers, been 
made accessible to ships throughout the 
whole year. 


On the other hand, what has been the 
action of this country? We took Wei- 
Hai-Wei presumably as a set-off against 
Port Arthur, and after we had taken 
it an extremely able man, Colonel 
Lewis, of the Royal Engineers, was sent 
to report on Wei-Hai-Wei, and, acting 
presumably on his advice, we decided 
upon erecting four forts to keep off a 
raiding squadron. Two of these forts 
were finished by the summer of 1901, 
and ready for the guns, but the guns 
have never been supplied, and, so far as 
is known, nothing has been done in 
regard to the other two forts. So it 
comes about that we have two forts 
realy for the guns, and no guns ready 
for the forts. I think your Lordships 
would be glad to know what expenses 
have been incurred with regard to these 
forts, and whether the Government intend 
to absolutely waste this expenditure, 
or whether they will consider the question 
of putting the forts to some practical use. 
My noble friend the First Lord of the 
Admiralty said, with regard to this 
question, that there was undoubtedly a 
difference of opinion, and that the balance 
of naval opinion was decidedly in favour 
of the new policy adopted by His Majesty’s 
Government. Iam authorised to say that 
both Sr Edward Seymour and Admiral 
FitzGeraldthe two Admirals who were 
on the spot when Wei-Hai-Wei was taken 
over—are strongly in favour of fortifying 
itagainst a raiding squadron. I b lieve 
that General Dornard, R.E., our first 
Commissioner or Governor of Wei-Hai- 
Wei, is of the same opinion. In other 
words, these distinguished officers adhere 
to the opinion they originally held and 
to the policy which the Government 
adopted in 1898. Wei-Hai-Wei is a per- 
fectly safe anchorage for ships, but I am 
informed that an expenditure of about a 
million and a quarter is required to 
mike a rough breakwater to keep out 
torpedo boats. I earnestly press upon 
His Majesty's Government the impor- 
tance of this expenditure, which, under 


the circumstances, is a reasonable and 


a wise one. Port Arthur is only ninety 
miles distant from Wei-Hai-Wei, and Port 
Arthur, I am informed, is capable of 
sheltering 100 torpedo boats, or say fifty 
destroyers of the “Sokol” type; and it is 
clear that as things now are torpedo 
boats from Port Arthur could come over 
in the night and make a raid on Wei- 
Hai-Wei. 

My noble friend the First Lord of the 
Admiralty said no doubt what ig per- 
fectly true, that after all our position in 
China depends upon the command of 
the sea. Well, my Lords, let us just con- 
sider shortly what is our position in that 
part of the world. As I have said, Port 
Arthur has been turned by Russia into 
a first-class naval fortress. That is only 
eighty-five geographical miles from Wei- 
Hai-Wei; and fifty or sixty miles to the 
south-west of Wei-Hai-Wei is the German 


- station of Kiao Chau. But our naval 


base is as far away as Hong Kong, a 
distance of 1,000 miles, and my noble 
friend is perfectly aware of the fact that 
even Hong Kongis vulnerable to torpedo 
attack fromthe western entrance. That, 
at any rate, is the opinion of a great 
number of naval men. Not very far 
from Hong Kong—at a distance of about 
100 miles—is a French _ station 
called Kwang Chau Wan Bay, 
from which it would not be difficult 
for torpedos to attack Hong Kong by 
creeping along the shore at night. If, 
as | believe to be the case—and I make 
the statement on very good authority— 
Hong Kong is vulnerable to torpedo 
attack from the western entrance, we 
cannot place it in the same position as 
either Port Arthur or Vladivostock. 
Then it must be borne in mind that 
France has a not inconsiderable number 
of warships near Saigon, which is 
directly on our trade route between 
Singapore and Hong Kong. What 
would be the position of this country in 
the event of war with Russia? | cannot 
inyself see that there could be other than 
three alternatives so long as Wei-Hai- 
Wei remains practically unfortified. We 
might abandon Wei-Hai-Wei, a course 
which would entail the destruction of 
stores, ete., and, added to that. there 
would arise the political difficulties 
following from the desertion of friendly 
natives. In the event of war, to pull 
down our flag would entail serious loss 
M 2 
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of prestige in a part of the world where 
prestige is a substantial force. On the- 
other hand, if the Admiral on the spot 
was tied to protect Wei-Hai-Wei, he would 
be debarred from taking the strategic 
initiative. The other alternative, and 
what would probably happen, is that 
Wei-Hai-Wei would fall an easy prey to 
the first three or four hostile cruisers 
which appeared there. I cannot shut 
my eyes to the fact that the condition 
of affairs in that part of the world is one 
which at any time may become acute. 
It is reported in the evening papers that 
there has been a serious rebellion in 
parts of China, and that the Imperial 
troops have been worsted. I do not 
know whether the newspapers have 
exaggerated the facts; I hope that some 
explanation may be forthcoming. 

For fifty years China has struggled 
against the forces of civilisation and en- 
deavoured to exclude the foreigner, but 
without success. All the great Powers of 
Europe are keenly interested in watch- 
ing the development of trade in China, 
and of pushing their own interests, and 
we may be quite certain that railway 
facilities will extend. Of course, China 
may for a time exercise her m serable 
tactics of dilatoriness, delay, and obstruc- 
tion. by pretending she does not under- 
stand; or she may, like the Sultan of 
Turkey, stir up discord among her tor- 
mentors, and play one Power off against 
the other. What can we look to from 
the Japanese Treaty? It is impossible to 
estimate the effect ofthat Treaty. 1 will 
quote the language of the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
who explains shortly and tersely the in- 
tentions of that Treaty. Lord Lans- 
downe’s Covering Despatch says— 

“That part of the Treaty which renders 
either of the high contracting parties liable to be 
called upon by the other for assistance,can oper- 
ate only when one ofthe allies has found himself 
obliged to go to war in defence of interests 
which are common to both, when the circum- 
stances in which he has taken this step are 
such as to establish that the quarrel has not 
been of his own seeking, and when, being 
engaged in his own defence, he finds himself 
threatened, not hy a single Power, but by a 
hostile coalition.” 

1 do not quarrel with the language of 
the noble Marquess, nor with the bject 
of the Treaty, but I wish to point out 
that we cannot in all cases and under 
all conditions rely upon the Japanese 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 
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Government to provide us with harbours 
of safety for our ships in time of war, 
We might find ourselves engaged in 
hostilities with a single Power, like 
Russia. It does not at all follow that our 
interests and Japanese interests would be 
identical in all respects where Russia’s 
and England’s interests conflict. I do not 
see how, under that Treaty, we can claim 
the use of Japanese harbours. If | inter- 
pret the language of the noble Marquess 
accurately, contingencies may occur in 
which this country would find itself 
engaged in war with Russia or any 
other country, and with no naval base of 
our own except Hong-Kong. That,it seems 
to me, is a position of great peril to this 
country, I am informed by persons of 
great authority that Hong Kong is not 
an impregnable fortress; it is not a 
first-class naval fortress in the sense that 
Gibraltar is; it is not similar to Sebas- 
topol, Vladivostock, or to the fortress. 
which Port Arthur will soon become. [ 
think it is rather tempting Providence 
not to have, in time of war, when great 
issues might be decided in a short time, 
anywhere where we could send our ships 
for repair. I venture with all respect to 
submit that the Government are not 
putting this country in a dignified or 
safe position if we are to rely fora naval 
base upon the goodwill of the Japanese 
Government. I do not wish to enter 
more fully into this matter, and | con- 
clude by expressing the earnest hope that 
my noble friend, acting upon the sugges- 
tion of his predecessor Lord Goschen, 
will put the House in full possession of 
the facts which have brought about a 
change in our policy with regard to 
Wei-Hai-Wei, and I would ask him to 
consider whether the Government might 
not expend sufficient money, not indeed 
to make Wei-Hai-Wei a first-class fortress 
—that was never intended—but to pro- 
tect it against attack fromy.a raiding 
squadron. 


Moved, That an humble Address be: 


presented to His Majesty for Papers with 
reference to Wei-Hai-Wei. —(7he Earl of 
Portsmouth.) 


Viscount GOSCHEN : My Lords, I! 
think it may be convenient that, before 
the First Lord of the Admiralty answers 
the speech of the noble Earl, I should 
say a few words on this question. I am 
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glad that my noble friend opposite has 
given the First Lord an opportunity of 
stating somewhat more fully than he 
was able to do on the last occasion the 
motives which have induced him and 
his Board to adopt this change of policy 
A change of policy it undoubtedly is. | 
submit that it is due not to the same 
men taking a different view, not to their 
having any large amount of new infor- 
mation. but rather to a different set of 
men judging upon the same materials 
and coming to a different conclusion. 
Your Lordships may be interested to 
know that almost every expert who was 
at the Board of Admiralty when Wei- 
Hai-Weiwas taken over has been changed, 
and that therefore my noble friend the 
First Lord is being advised by different 
men from those who advised me. The 
noble Earl opposite has spoken of Sir E. 
Seymour, who was the Commander-in- 
Chief at the time, and Admiral Fitzgerald 
who was second in command. When | 
was at the Admiralty I had the advantage 
of their advice. Every naval Lord who 
was on my Board at the time Wei-Ha - 
Wei was taken over has been changed. 
The director of Naval Intelligence has 
been changed. So has the Director of 
Military Intelligence and the Director of 
Fortifications. The Secretary of State 
for War is not the same. ‘Thus the 
present men cannot be held responsible 
for any undue delay in making up their 
minds properly. It is simply that, 
teviewing the action of their predecessors, 
they have come to a different conclusion 
as to what their action should be. I do 
no: say that all who were at the Admi- 
raltywhen I wasthere wereentirely ag reed. 
Nor do | suppose that all the present 
advisers of the First Lord are agreed. 
The balance of opinion when I was at 
the Admiralty was distinctly in favour 
making Wei-Hai-Wei a secondary naval 
base. That is not the opinion of the 
present Board. But no charge can be 
brought against the Admiralty in the 
circumstances for any indecision in the 
matter. 

| think I may say that up to the 
moment of my retirement from oftice the 
policy of a secondary naval base held 
good. We had decided upon the forts, 
the guns, and the garrison; and that 
body, which is supposed never to meet, 


because it never advertises its meetings in 


{18 Marcu 1902} 


Hui-Wei—de. 298 
the papers—I mean the Colonial Defence 
Committee — carefully went into the 
subject and had the fullest materials at 
itscommand. We had report after report, 
and we exhausted every possible means of 
examining into the value of Wei-Hai-Wei 


as a secondary naval base. We had 
arranged what proportion of stores 
should be kept there, and what 


machinery for the repair of ships, and, 
in fact, we thoroughly went into the 
whole subject. But ! frankly admit 
that there are great difficulties in the 
case. There are three strategical theories 
which might be held on the subject— 
e ther that Wei-Hai-Wei should be forti- 
fied as a secondary naval base, or that 
it should not be fortified at all, or that it 
should be made into a really strong 
fortress. A great deal depends. in the 
judgment of naval men, on the con- 
struction of the breakwater and the pos- 
sibility of its being kept in reasonable re- 
pair. That is one of the determining 
factors of the case. If the First Lord of 
the Admiralty were able to tell me that 
the breakwater could be built for a 
reasonable sum, then I should strongly 
condemn the attitude which His Majesty's 
Government take up. I should be sus- 
tained in that condemnation, I believe, 
by a great body of naval opinion. If 
the breakwater cannot be built, then I 
admit that the case for the retention of 
Wei-Hai-Wei as a fortress becomes very 
much weaker. 

The noble Lord has spoken of the dis- 
tance from Port Arthur, and the pos- 
sibility of a raid by torpedo-boats from 
Port Arthur on Wei-Hai-Wei. and, no 
doubt, that is a very great danger. It 
is a danger which would be provided 
against by the construction of a _break- 
water. If we had a breakwater, a certain 
number of torpedo boats and destroyers 
could be kept at Wei-Hai-Wei, and they 
might be a very considerable menace to 
the fleet at Port Arthur, and if acertain 
number of submarine boats could be 
kept safely at Wei-Hai-Wei I think the 
moral effect upon Port Arthur might be 
considerable. But I have not risen to 
argue from a strategic point of view 
against the course the Government have 
adopted, but to put before the House 
the facts of the case. I assure your 
Lordships that the Board which was in 
office when the transfer of Wei-Hai-Wei 
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took place did not, as has been suggested, 
enter upon the matter with a light 


heart and with a want of information. 


I had boxes full of reports, private letters, 
and official letters, all labelled Wei-Hai- 
Wei, and a very considerable amount of 
time and attention was given to the 
matter, as, indeed, was bound to be the 
case. I have no doubt that the succes 
sors of my Board have given equal at- 
tention to the matter, and whatever de- 
cision has been come to, I feel very con- 
fident that it has been arrived at with 
great judgment and will have behind it 
a great body of naval opinion 


* THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SELBorNE): My 
Lords, I recognise very fully, of course, 
as all your Lordships must recognise, the 
point of view from which my noble 
friend Lord Portsmouth has approached 
this question, and I will endeavour in 
my remarks to follow him entirely 
in that respect. If I might carry your 
Lordships back very briefly to the year 
1898, when the lease of Wei-Hai-Wei to 
Great Britain became an accomplished 
fact, I would ask you to look back upon 
what Ministers said in both Houses of 
Parliament as to the objects of that 
lease. I think you will find that I am 
absolutely correct when I say that the 
dominant aspect presented to Parliament 
at that time by Ministers was this. The 
object of the lease was to prevent the 
Gulf of Pechili falling under the exclusive 
domination of any one European Power, a 
condition of affairs which would have been 
most me acing to China, and, I might 
also add, to Korea and Japan, and dis- 
tinctly detrimental to legitimate British 
interests. If you will also refer to the 
same authorities you will find that when 
Wei-Hai-Wei was accepted on lease from 
the Chinese Governnent Her Majesty’s 
Government were in no doubt as to the 
capacities and nature of the property 
which they were taking over. Mr. 
Balfour in another place very accurately 
described Wei-Hai-Wei, and not only did 
he accurately describe its own features, 
but he gave an accurate comparison of 
its advantages and disadvantages as 
compared with Port Arthur. But in 
both Houses of Parliament Ministers 
were most careful to reserve to them- 
selves full liberty to consider and 
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decide deliberately to what extent Wei- 
Hai-Wei should be utilised in the future 
for naval purposes. Now, when the 
question came to be cotsidered in all its 
aspects it was at once apparent that 
three policies were possible, and there 
only remain at the present moment 
three possible policies. You may make 
Wei-Hai-Wei a primary naval base, you 
may make it a secondary base, or you 
may keep it as a peace base. 

Now, what is involved in either of 
these three policies? I may say at once 
that Wei-Hai-Wei could be equally well 
adapted to any of the three. The 
natural qualifications of the place are 
such that it could undoubtedly be made 
a first-class fortress, it could also be 
made a secondary base, as Lerd Goschen 
has just described, or it could be treated 
as a peace base, as the present Board of 
Admiralty intend to do. If you treat it 
as a primary base it involves the estab 
lishment of naval stores on a_ scale 
requisite for the support of the Fleet in 
those waters ; it involves every kind of 
appliance, workshops, and manufactories 
for repairs to ships; it involves docks and 
the complete paraphernalia of a dock- 
yard; it involves the breakwater to 
which allusion has been made ; it involves 
barracks for a large garrison and fortifica- 
tions to protect the very valuable property 
which would be at stake. It has been 
suggested that you might have such a 
primary base with no fortifications on 
the mainland. I have never been able to 
believe in the possibility of that policy 
for one moment. Suppose that this 
country had spent millions in establish- 
ing a complete dockyard on the lines of 
Hong Kong, that she had fortified the 
island, and had a large garrison there, 
what Government would be able to with- 
stand the criticism that the whole of this 
property was menaced by the hills on the 
opposite mainland, which were not in any 
sense and degree fortified? If Wei Hai- 
Wei were turned into a primary base, 
a first-class fortress and _ fortifications 
must be built and there must be no 
weak link such as lines of hills on the 
mainland dominating the whole property. 
Then you have the alternative of the 
secondary base which Lord Goschen has 
described. The idea of that policy is 
this—that a certain proportion of stores 
should be kept at Wei-Hai-Wei and that 
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certain facilities in the way of smaller 
repairs should be afforded to His Majesty's 
ships. Having a considerable accumula- 
tion of stores there, though not com- 
parable to those of a first-class fortress, 
yet having a certain number of work- 
shops and other appliances, a certain 


protection would have to be afforded to | 
this property, a protection which it was | 


proposed should take the shape of a 
certain number of guns, of sufficient 
calibre and power to protect the property, 


in the absence of the Fleet, not from the | 


whole naval strength of another Power, 
but as against the raid of an occasional 
cruiser or two or three cruisers. ‘Those 
who, like myself, have come to the con- 


clusion that the best use we can make of | 
Wei-Hai-Wei is to use it as a peace base | 
whether it is’ 


have asked ourselves 
essential for the efticiency of the British 
Fleet on the China station to have this 
proportion of stores at Wei-Hai-Wei, and 
these opportunities for minor repair. 
Because if once you can satisfy yourselves 


that these things are not essential to the | 


efficiency of the squadron you can get 
rid of the stores and the shops, and there 
is then no necessity for armament, 
because there would be nothing that you 
value to protect from the occasional raid 
of hostile cruisers. That is the conclusion 
to which we have come. Remember 
there is no railway system connecting 
Wei-Hai-Wei with a great trunk line, 
every single pound stored goes to Wei- 
Hai-Wei by sea. I am quite aware that 
there is a difference of opinion on this 
question. My noble friend has introduced 
names into this discussion. 


THE EarL oF PORTSMOUTH: | have 
asked and obtained the permission of thse 
distinguished men to do so. 


* THE EarLor SELBORNE: It is not 
really to the advantage of the Navy or 
the country that we should have the 
opinion of one naval officer set against 


another in this or the other 
House of Parliament. But as_ these 
names have been introduced it _ is 


absolutely necessary for me to put the 
authorities on the opposite side. The 
authority of Sir Edward Seymour is not 
one lightly to be disregarded, and 
nothing in this matter, to which I have 
given very long and anxious thought, 
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has been more distressing to me 

than to find myself at variance with 
an officer whose opinion I so greatly 
respect and who has doi.» such service 
‘to his country. But if Sir Edward 
Seymour’s opinion is put on the one 
side, I put at once on the other side the 
opinion of the present Commander-in- 
Chief, Sir Cyprian Bridge, one of the 
most distinguished officers in the Navy, 
and one who has studied strategy in all 
its branches. The reports that he has 
written on this subject are such that 
they would, I think, bring conviction to 
every one of your Lordships. But, of 
course, they are not reports that | can 
present to this House. Then if you put 
on the one side the opinion of Admiral 
FitzGerald, who was second in command, 
I put on the other side the opinion of 
Sir James Bruce, wio succeeded him. 
Therefore, you have the present Com- 
mander in-Chief against the late Com- 
-mander-in-Chief, and one second in 
command against another second in 
command, and the whole of my advisers 
at the Board of Admiralty are unanimous 
in giving the advice which | have 
accepted, and which the Cabinet have 
accepted from me. Therefore, I was 
justified in saying that the balance of 
naval opinion in favour of the course 
adopted was strong and decided. 

Now, I am in this difficulty. I had 
no wish to parade these author-ties one 
against the other; my hand was forced 
in that respect. I cannot follow either 
Lord Portsmouth or Lord Goschen into 
the strategical questions which govern 
this case, and your Lordships would not 
wish me todo so. I would ask you to 
take my assurance that the matter has 
been decided on strategical grounds only. 
I do not admit that the considerations 
my noble friend has put before you in 
any way exhaust the case, nor do I 
admit that because one policy has been 
adopted by Russia, an analogous policy 
is the right policy for Great Britian. If 
such great stress is laid on the 
proximity of Port Arthur to Wei-Hai-Wei, 
and if you can presuppose that the Navy 
by itself is temporarily unable to 
defend Wei-Hai-Wei, are you not proving 
too much? You lay stress on the 
proximity of Port Arthur and say that 
you want armament to protect Wei-Hai- 
Wei against hostile cruisers ; but is a raid 
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of hostile cruisers the only raid that is 
to be feared if the Fleet is temporarily 
absent? Would this not lead you to 
argue in favour of greater powers of 
defence? But, although I am not 
going into the strategy of this matter, 
there is one point on which I[ believe I 
have the concurrence, not only of my 
Board, but of my noble friends Lord 
Goschen and Lord Spencer; bricks and 
mortar as applied to naval expenditure 
are an evil, very often a necessary evil, 
but they are an evil. What we want 
are more ships, and every penny that is 
spent in bricks and mortar and land 
fortification, which could be spent on more 
ships, is money unnecessarily and badly 
spent. Every garrison that we have to 
lock up hundreds and thousands of miles 
away from this country is an evil, very 
often a necessary evil, but an evil to 
be reduced to the smallest dimensions 
possible. J am glad of this opportunity 
of saying this, because there is a tendency 
on the part of a school, to which I think 
my noble friend opposite must belong, to 
attribute an altogether fictitious value 
to a naval base. What is the protection 
of this Empire and its trade! Not its 
naval bases, but the ships which these 
naval bases are to serve. And, therefore, 
the number of these bases and the 
money spent on them should be limited 
in the strictest manner to the absolute 
necessities of the Navy. It is from that 
point of view, as well as from the 
strategical point of view, that this 
question has been considered by my 
Board. 

I do not propose to follow the noble 
Lord in all that he said about the 
Japanese alliance ; but I can give him 
an indication of the strength of our 
conviction on this subject when I tell 
him that this decision was arrived at 
without any reference to the Japanese 
alliance. It is said. if you do not pro- 
pose to fortify Wei-Hai-Wei, then you do 
not value it. There could not be a 
greater misrepresentation of the case. 
Wei-Hai-Wei, as an a set to the Navy on 
the China station, is of very great value. 
It is of very great value to the health 
of the ships’ crews, for it will be the 
sanatorium of the station. It is of the 
greatest value to the training of the 
Fleet there, for it will be the principal 
training ground of the Fleet for all 
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purposes—gunnery, rifle, torpedo, and 
tactical exercises. In these respects 
Wei-Hai-Wei in time of peace will 
be to the Fleet in the north 
what Hong Kong is in the south, 
with this great advantage—that whereas 
the climate of Hong Kong is trying 
during most of the year, that of Wei-Hai- 
Wei is salubrious. We are going to 
continue the dredging there, a jetty is 
being constructed and is near comple- 
tion, and. we are making a _ hospital 
there for the men of the Fleet; but we 
are going to keep there the very smallest 
minimum possible of stores. We are 
going to keep there nothing which in 
time of war would require protection, 
because, whether fortified or not, the 
Fleet is not going to be tied to Wei-Hai- 
Wei orany other base primary,secondary, 
or tertiary. The Fleet must be abso- 
lutely free to go where the officer com- 
manding at the moment of war, thinks 
that it can do most damage to the 
enemy, and it should be his duty to 
leave Wei-Hai-Wei, whether fortified or 
not, absolutely out of his consideration 
as against his primary duty of finding 
the enemy’s fleet and destroying it. I 
have no Papers to lay on the Table. 
I have told the House and the public 
everything | can, consistently with my 
duty, and I believe that your Lordships 
would not wish me to lay Papers. 


*EarRLSPENCER: My Lords, | always 
feei that it is a great disadvantage to 
any one who is not in touch with the 
official papers and information to take 
part in a debate such as this. My 
noble friend Lord Goschen has very 
recently been at the Admiralty, and has 
with great ability and :ndustry studied 
this question, and my noble friend the 
First Lord is, of course, at this moment 
in that position. I come to this question 
in a perfectly different position, and 
feel its disadvantage. At the same 
time, I feel that immense importance 
attaches to what has fallen from 
the two noble Lords in consequence 
of the speech of my noble friend behind 
me. I venture to say that a very serious 
state of things is disclosed. A material 
point of difference has occurred on a 
highly important matter of naval strategy 


| between the Board presided over by Lord 
| Goschen and the Board presided over by 
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Lord Selborne. I regret very much to 


find that there have been these differences. | 


I do not pretend to be able to say which 
opinion is best. I have a very high 
opinion of those who have been quoted 
by Viscount Goschen, and I am quite sure 
that those quoted by Lord Selborne are 
also men whose opinions are worth con- 
sidering. But what I do feel strongly is 
that this is not a mere question of a naval 
Board advising the First Lord, but that 
it is a question which ought to go, and 
must have gone, to the Cabinet, and that 
on the Cabinet the responsibility must 
rest. 


THe Kart or SELBORNE: I think I 
said—-if I did not, I meant to say—that 
the Cabinet tad considered this question 
and decided it. 


*EarL SPENCER: Lam glad the noble 
Earl agrees with me that an important 
matter of this kind must go to the 
Cabinet ; and I greatly regret to find 
that the continuity of policy of one Board 
of Admiralty under the Government of 
the noble Marquess has not been followed. 
I agree with the noble Earl the First Lord 
in regretting that the names of admirals 
have been brought forward in this debate. 
It is always most inconvenient if the 
particular views of naval Lords and, naval 
otlicers employed by the Government 
which have been considered by the 
Admiralty are introduced. The noble 
Earl paid a high compliment to the two 
distinguished admirals whom my noble 
friend Lord Portsmouth quoted. You 
could not have, probably, higher opinions 
on naval strategy than those of these two 
eminent men, and they have, moreover, 
the advantage of having had considerable 
experience in the waters where Wei-Hai- 
Wei is situated. Do not let it be supposed, 
however, that I wish to draw an invidious 
comparison with the distinguished admiral 
who is there. I do not know whether I 
ought to say this, but I know something 
of the general views that distinguished 
admiral held, and I should question very 
much whether, if he had been asked at 
the time, he would have advised the oceu- 
pation of Wei-Hai-Wei at all. Perhaps | 
ought not to say that. What I wish to 
say is that, as the First Lord of the 
Admiralty has thought it right to cap the 
opinions of two distinguished admirals by 
the opinions of others, he ought, following 
the usual practice when a Minister of the 
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Crown quotes upinions, to produce the 
Papers on which they are founded. 


THE MARQUESS OFSALISBURY: The 
statement of the noble Earl is of so much 
importance that I venvure to traverse his 
statement as to the Rule of this House. I 


/understand it to be that any quotation 


from Papers in the hands of a Minister 
ought to be accompanied or followed by 
the production of the Papers from which 
it is drawn ; but a reference toan opinion 
contained in a Paper I never before heard 
brought under the same Rule. 


* Fart SPENCER: Tam rather sur- 
prised at the opinion given by the noble 
Marquess. I certainly hold the different 
view that, where an opinion tounded on 
Papers is quoted, the Papers from which 
it is quoted should be produced. If fully 
admit, however, that the noble Marquess 
is a much greater authority than | am 
on these matters, and he may be right. 
I come to the question at issue, which is, 
what is to be done now with Wei-Hai-Wei? 
We may, perhaps, go |ack a moment. I 
have always, in my own mind, held the 
opinion—and from what [ have gathered 
my opinion has been confirmed-. that, if 
we had to take a new naval base in these 
seas nearer to Peking and Port Arthur 
than we had before, Wei-Hai-Wei was not 
the best place to choose. My reasons for 
that were these—that by going there, we 
were going to a place where, I understand 
—I may be wrong in this—by our agree- 
ment with Germany, we were unable to 
trade with the interior of the country. 
And, though it has been said once or 
twice that some commercial advantage 
might be held there, I certainly under- 
stood that we were not to interfere with 
the internal commerce of the country, 
and that we were not allowed to have a 
railroad from this place into the interior. 
With that view, | certainly thought that, 
if it was necessary—and | fully admit it 
may be desirable—for us to have another 
naval base there, it would have been 
much more desirable to select one nearer 
the district where our predominant 
interests lay—nearly opposite the Yang- 
tsze Valley. Now I come tothe question 
of whether Wei-Hai-Wei shall be a first- 
class naval base, a secondary naval base, 


or, to use the word of the noble Earl— 
'a word which I never heard before in 
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this connection—a tertiary naval base. | base without any defence whatever. [ 


With regard to the first, | am certainly | 


of opinion that it was right not to have 
this place made into a first-class naval 
base. If it were to be held at all, I can- 
not help thinking that the opinions of 
Viscount Goschen and his Board were 
right, and that it should be held as a 
secondary base. The First Lord ot the 
Admiralty rather deprecated the advan- 
tages of a secondary naval base. That is 
quite new tome. I have always thought 
it right, and I believe the view can be 
strongly defended, that, if you are obliged 
to have a naval base, it is of great impor- 
tance that the naval base should be so 
defended, not on an extensive line, but 
so detended that a raid, not, perhaps, of 
battleships, but of cruisers or small 
vessels, upon it could easily be repelled. 


*THeE EarL or SELBORNE: 
down no general principles. 
to this particular place. 


I laid 
[ applied it 


* Eart SPENCER: If what I say is 
right on general principles, I think it 
ought to be applied equally to this par- 
ticular case. What has happened! 
Instead of this, we are to have this 
tertiary base. 


*'THe EarL oF SELBORNE: 
base. 


Peace 


* Kari SPENCER: We are to have a 
peace base. That means that, in case of 
war, we shall probably have to evacuate 
it with all the stores—not, perhaps, large 
stores- the sanatorium, appliances, and so 
on, that may be there. I daresay noble 
Lords will object to what I say and take 
an opposite view ; but I believe that, if 
there is one principle which is laid down 
and aecepted by all naval strategists, it is 
that our Navy should always be able to 
take what I think Viscount Goschen 
in the other House called vigorous and 
offensive action wherever they are placed. 
If we have a base, and if a hostile raid by 
cruisers is not to be warded off by force, 
what is the result? The result is that 
the movements of the fleet are entirely 
hampered, and they are always thinking 
of their base, and that, therefore, that 
effective offensive is taken away from 
them. I cannot help thinking that that 
may he the direct result of leaving this 
port, as we now have it, merely as a peace 

Eari Spm ucer, 


cannot reconcile this with the declara- 
tions which were made at different times 
by the noble Marquess and others with 
regard to Wei-Hai-Wei. I think the noble 
Marquess said on one occasion that, at 
this moment, one of the requirements of 
China was courage, and that its courage 
would be greatly increased by our occupa- 
tion of Wei-Hai-Wei. 


THE MARQUESS 
At that time. 


or SALISBURY: 


* EaRLSPENCER: Exactly. But lam 
afraid that China may want courage 
beyond the time of which the noble 
Marquess spoke ; and will the occupation 
of this tertiary or peace base, without 
fortifications, and which in case of stress 
we may have to evacuate, help to give 
that courage to China? 1 have here 
the statement, which I do not think the 
noble Marquess will contradict, which 
he made on May 4th at a great meeting of 
the Primrose League in the Albert Hall. 
After referring to China, he wound up 
in this way :— 

**T have asked you to judge by results, and 
I say that the possession of Wei-Hai-Wei 
which we could defend, in place ot Port Arthur, 
which we could not, is in itself a great result.” 
Can we defend Wei-Hai-Wei in case of 
difticulty ? We certainly cannot ; andI 
doubt, therefore, if His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will be carrying out the policy 


‘they have declared on more than one 


oceasion when Wei-Hai-Wei was taken, 
that we were occupying a defensible 
place which would give courage to China, 
and which would be a counterpoise to 
Russia at Port Arthur. I am afraid 
this is one of those instances where action 
is taken without due foresight, and that 
now we see that, owing to circumstances, 
which, I think, are exceedingly unsatis- 
factory, and to the differences of opinion 
between one Board and another and to 
the Cabinet themselves having altered 
their opinion, the policy which was 
distinctly laid down as part of the policy 
of this country has practically been given 
up. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I do 
not intend to press for the production of 
Papers if my noble friend the First Lord 
of the Admiralty says they are confi- 
dential, and that it would not be for the 
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public interest that they should be pre- 
sented to the House ; but I regret that | 
he has not been able to state what would 


be the cost of the proposed breakwater. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- | 


drawn. 


MARTIAL LAW IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Moved, That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for a Return 


of— 


1. The number of cases of civilian | 
subjects of His Majesty tried | 
by courts-martial in the Cape 

involving 


Colony and Natal 
sentences of death and pena 
servitude. 


2. The number of members consti- 
tuting each court in such cases, 
with their military rank, and 
stating what number (if any) 


were civilians. 
3. The places where such courts sat. 


4. The sentences passed by such | 


courts, 
5. Any alterations of such sentences 
made by the Executive. 


—(The Earl Spencer); agreed to; and} 


ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned at ten 
before Six o’clock, to Thursday 
next, aquarter past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 18th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI- 
TIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 


Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the Petition for additional pro- 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 


{18 Marcn 1902} 


minutes | 


the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
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Orders have not been complied with, 
viz.:— 

South Wales Electrical Power Distri- 

bution Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
BRIGHTON AND ROTTINGDEAN SEA- 

SHORE ELECTRIC TRAMROAD BILL 
[Kixe@’s Consent SIGNIFIED]. 


Read the third time and passed. 
EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


FAREHAM GAS BILL [Krxe’s CoNsEN? 
SIGNIFIED]. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made: Bill to be read a third time. 


CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Two Clauses 
/ added ; Bill to be read a third time. 


ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL, 
FINEDON amex” ——— WATER 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL TRAM- 

WAYS BILL, 

SHEPTON MALLET GAS BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
| the third time. 


| MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL [ By OrpDER]}. 


| Read a second time, and committed. 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL, 
CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 

Reported with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


! 


STANDING ORDERS. 
_ Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 

1. “That, in the case of the White- 
chapel and Bow Railway Bill, petition 
for additional provision, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with ; 
‘that the parties be permitted to intro- 
‘duce their additional provision if the 


| Committee on the Bill think fit.” 
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2. “That, in the case of the Croydon 
and District Electric Tramways, peti- 
tion for Bill, the Standing Orders ought 
to be dispensed with ; that the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, 
provided that the powers to construct 
Tramways Nos. 1, 23, and 24 be struck 
out of the Bill; that the Committee on 
the Bill do report how far such Order 
has been complied with.” 

Resolutions agreed to. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL, 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD 
BILL. 

Reported with. Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a_ Bill, 
intituled, ““An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act, 1892. relating to Ham- 
ilton.” [Hamilton Gas Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act for 


incorporating and con erring powers 
upon the North and South Shields 
Electric Railway Company; and _ for 
other purposes.” [North and South 


Shields Electric Railway Bill (Lords). j 


And, also, a Bill, intituled “‘An Act 
tor empowering the Tyne Improvement 
Commissioners to construct new landing 
stages and other works, and for enlarg- 
ing the powers of the Commissioners 
with respect to their ferries ; and for 
other purposes.” [Tyne Improvement 
Commission Bill (Lords). | 


HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 


Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 129.] 


NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL. [Lorps.] 


TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
BILL. [LorRDs.]} 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Sills. 


{COMMONS} 


Petitions. 

| PETITIONS. 

| 

| LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS. 


Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition from Dukestown, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 
Petition from Huddersfield, for alter- 
ation of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


' FRESH WATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Ayr, 
Lanarkshire, and Bothwell and Blan- 
tyre; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AND RATING BILL. 
Petition from Halifax, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Barrow, 
Langdale, Eccles, and Acton ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Two Petitions from Hastings, in 

favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petitions against (praying to be heard 
by Counsel). From Lee Conservancy 
Board and Sutton District Water Com- 
pany ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Dukestown, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Edinburgh, 
three; Dunfermline, Govan, Dalbeattie, 
Elgin, and Huntly; to lie upon the 

Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petition from Hyde, for legislation ; to 


lie upon the Table. 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Thornhill, against es- 
tablishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Reports and Papers 
relating to the Training of Teachers for 
the year 1900-1901 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Forty-seventh 
Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, 
and Marriages in Scotland for 1901, and 
Thirty-seventh Annual Report on Vac- 
cination [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-fourth Annual 
Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Constabulary for Scotland for the year 
ended 3lst December, 1901 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Report 


Crofters’ Commission for the year 1901 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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‘of Divisions 
|Supply during the years 1891 to 1901, 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY) 
(DIVISIONS). 


Return ordered ‘(1) of the number 


taken in Committee of 


both inclusive. and showing the amounts 


oo t (if any) by which the votes were reduced 
Petition from Leytonstone, in favour ; 


in those years ; and (2) the Divisions on 
\the Report of Supply during the same 
| period.” —(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Return ordered, *‘ showing(1)the names 
of the Judicial and other Commissioners, 
of the Legal and Lay Assistant Commis- 
sioners in connection with the Irish 
Land Commission holding office on the 

| Ist day of January, 1902; (2) date of 
original appointment ; (3) date upon 
which appointment expires ; (4) age on 
‘appointment; (5) residence at time of 
appointment ; (6) locality in which prac- 
tical experience of land was acquired ; 
(7) where educated; (8) previous occu- 
pation ; (9) acreage of land farmed ; (10) 
whether held as owner or tenant; (11) 
what other experience in agriculture: 
and (12) what experience in valuing. 
|mapping, and _— surveying.”’ — (JV. 
| Archdale.) 


| COUNTY COURT VALUERS (IRELAND. 

| Return ordered, “Of the names, 
| qualifications, and remuneration of the 
gentlemen employed as County Court 
| Valuers during the three years ended 


of the| the 31st day of December, 1901, pursu- 


ant to Section 32 of the Land Law 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, in the following 
form: (1) name; (2) date of nomination 


EDUCATION (SCHOOL BOARDS ETC.) | Pursuant to Section 32 of the Act of 


(ENGLAND AND WALES). 


| 1887; (3) residence at date of nomina- 


Copy presented, of List of School | tion ; (4) locality in which practical ex- 


Boards and School Attendance Comm t- 
tees in England and Wales, Ist January, 
1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the| 


Clerk of the House. 


KRIENDLY SOCIETIES, 

COMPENSATION SCHEMES, 

TRIAL AND PROVIDENT SOCIETIES, 
AND TRADE UNIONS. 


WORKMEN’S 
INDUS- 


perience of land acquired; (5) where 
' educated ; (6) previous occupation; (7) 
|acreage of land farmed; (8) whether 
held as owner or tenant; (9) what other 
experience in agriculture; (10) what ex- 
perience in valuing, mapping, and survey- 
ing ; (11) remuneration.”—(Mr. Archdale.) 


LICENSED HOUSES. 


| Return ordered, “ For the year ended 
|31st day of March, 1901, showing in 


Reports of the Chief Registrar for the | England, Wales, and’ Ireland the num- 


year ending 3lst December, 
[by Act]; to be printed. [No. 109.] 


1901, 


ber of Licensed Public Houses in (a) 
| each county borough ; (b) each municipal 
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borough; (ec) each urban district ; and 
(d) the rural districts of each county ; 
classified according to annual value, 
and showing the maximum amount of 
licence duty payable at each step in the 
seale of value, and the total sum paid in 
duty on Licensed Public Houses in each 
such area. 

“ Of the number of dealers’ licences for 
beer, spirits, wines, and sweets, together 
with ‘additional retail’ and other retail 
off licences held with them (commonly 
known as grocers’ licences), in each area 
as enumerated above, in England, Wales, 
and Ireland, distinguishing between each 
description of licence, and giving the 
maximum amount of licence duty charged 
on each, and the total sum paid in duty 
in each area as well as the total number 
of premises licensed. 

‘Of the number of retailers’ licences 
for beer, cider, wine, and sweets, dis- 
tinguishing those having licences for 
‘on’ consumption from those having 
licences for ‘off’ consumption, and 
giving the maximum amount of licence 
duty payable on each house, and the 
total amount paid on such licences in 
each area as enumerated above in 
England, Wales, and Ireland, as well as 
the total number of premises licensed. 


“Corresponding particulars for Scot- | 


land from (a) each burgh (royal, muni- 
cipal, or police, as the case may be); and 
(b) the rural districts of each county.’ — 
(Sir Hi nry Fowl: r.) 


(3.35) QUESTIONS. 


South African War-—Boers in British 
Uniform. 
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own lives when attacking the British 
forces, he will state what measures will 
be taken to deter the Boers from 
adopting such tactics; and whether he 
will endeavour to devise some distin- 
guishing badge for the use of our men 
which cannot be imitated by the Boers. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): In accordance with the customs of 
war among civilised nations, Boers cap- 
tured in British uniform are liable to be 
shot after court-martial. In certain cases 
Lord Kitchener has inflicted this penalty. 
| The suggestion as to a distinguishing 
| badge hardly appears practicable. 





| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Arising out 
| of the reply. may I ask the right hon. 
/Gentleman whether his attention has 
| been called tothe secret report of the 
| Indian Intelligence Department, pointing 
| out that the Boer army used—|cries of 
| ** Order ”|— 


| *Mr. SPEAKER (interrupting): Notice 
| of the Question must be given. 
| Mr. DILLON: It bears on exactly 
| the same Question. 
|. *Mr. SPEAKER: No ; the hon. Mem- 
| ber is asking a Question on a particular 
| document. 
| 

Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: As the 
right hon. Gentleman has said that 
| extreme measures have only been taken 
in certain cases, and as such treachery is 
| looked upon by other civilised nations as 
| punishable by death, I would suggest 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- | 


land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, in view of 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman cannot ask for further 


the frequent attacks on our forces in| information on the question beyond the 


South Africa by Boers 
British uniforms, which have resulted in | 
the deaths of so many of our soldiers, | 
what steps the Government are taking | 
to stop a recurrence of such conduct. 


Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth): | beg also to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that some of the Boer Commandos 
have assumed the uniform of their 
enemy for the purpose of protecting their | 


disguised in | answer already given. 


Mr. DILLON: MayI put this ques- 
tion: Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the Boer regular troops, very few in 
number, were in the habit of wearing 
khaki uniform before England adopted 
It! 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; but that 
does not in the least degree warrant their 
wearing uniforms takenfrom our troops 
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with the distinguishing British marks 
upon them. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: May I 
ask whether the right hon. Gentleman 
is prepared to intimate to Lord Kitchener 
that the extremest measures taken in 
such cases would meet with the full ap- 
proval of the Government ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think the circum- 
stances of the conduct of the war in the 
field in this particular matter should be 
left to Lord Kitchener himself. 


Bloemfontein Concentration Camp. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire. 
£.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, having regard to the fact that 
the concentration camp at Bloemfontein 
was first formed in the last week of 
October, 1900, and before the 31st had 
1,800 people in it, and that the Norval’s 
Pont Camp was formed in November, 
1900, and the camp at Johannesburg 
some time before Christmas, 1900, 
whether he will issue any communica- 
tions from Lord Kitchener and Lord 
Milner as to the formation of these 
camps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the information already given to 
the hon. Member on this subject. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will any informa- 
tion be given as to the formation of these 
particular camps 1 


|No answer was returned. | 


Lord Wolseley’s Visit to South Africa. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state if Lord Wolseley 
has been sent on any special peace 
mission to South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. Lord 
Wolseley has gone to South Africa en- 
tirely on private grounds, and without 
any communication with the War Office. 


Sale of Boer Farms. 

Mr. CHANNING : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that notice has been 
givenin the loemfontein Post that fifteen 
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farms, comprising about 50,905 acres, 


_were to be sold by public auction on 


13th March ; whether these farms have 
been ordered to be sold to provide for the 
cost of maintenance of the families of 
burghers who have remained in the 
field ; and whether any opportunity 
has been given to the owners of these 
farms to pay’ the charges assessed upon 
them, and notice given to them of the 
time at which these farms were to be 
sold. J may add that the Question is 
based on a statement in a paper called 
South Africa. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CuampBer.atn, 
Birmingham, W.): A notice of the kind 
stated was published in the Government 
Gazette of the Orange River Colony on 
31st January under the provisions of the 
High Commissioner’s Proclamation No. 
10 of 1901, to provide for the recovery 
of the costs of maintenance of the families 
of burghers in the field who had not 
surrendered before 15th September by 
the sale of the farms referred to, unless 
the claims of the Government should 
have been paid before the date of sale. I 
am not aware whether any steps beyond 
publication have been taken to give 
notice to owners. ; 


Artillery at Belturbet. 

Mr. MGOVERN (Cavan, W.): | beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
is the battery of artillery stationed at 
Belturbet about to be removed, and. if 
so, will they be replaced by other troops. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The battery is to 
move on April 7th, and will not he at 
present replaced. 


Meat Contract. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the names 
of the London directors of the Imperial 


Supply and Cold Storage Company 
to be formed were given to the War 


Office at the time that the under- 
taking and agreement for the contract 
was signed by Messrs. Meyer, Joel, and 
Weil ; whether this undertaking was 
an agreement to hand over the contract 
to these gentlemen and their syndicate 
after the registration of the company in 








319 Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Pretoria ; and whether these same gentle- | 


men on behalf of the syndicate formed and 
registered such company in Pretoria. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The reply to 
the first sentence is in the negative. As 
regards the second sentence, the funder- 
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Canada and Japanese Immigration. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S.); 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies if he can state when the 

Report of the Canadian Royal Commis- 

sion on Japanese Immigration will be 

available for the examination of 


| Members. 


taking mentioned was a form of tender | 


signed by the three gentlemen named on 
behalf of the company in course of forma- 
tion, which was provisionally accepted by 
the War Office on February 12th. As 
regards the last sentence, I am not aware 
of the names of the persons by whom the 
company was registered in Pretoria. 


Mr. MARKHAM : Perhaps the noble 
Lord will pardon me if [remind him that, 
in reply to a question by the hon. Member 
for Northampton, he stated that the same 
gentlemen were forming the company. 


Pensions of Postal Telegraphists at the 
Front. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.-E.) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, in view of the 


fact that a number of postal  tele- 
graphists have been employed on active 
service in South Africa for varying 
periods during the war, whether these 
officers of the Post Office, including those 
who volunteered with the Yeomanry, 
will have these periods counted as service 
with the Post Office for pension pur- 
poses. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY: (Mr. AusTEN CHAM 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir. 


Naval Construction. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): | beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty if he will state how many 
ships in His Majesty’s Navy are of the 
‘Viper ” and “Cobra” type; and can 
he give the dates when they were con- 
structed, and the record of serious 
accidents to them. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMik- 
ALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.}: There are no vessels of the 
‘Viper’ and “ Cobra’’ type now in 
His Majesty’s Navy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not 
yet received the Report referred to. As 
soon as it reaches me a copy will be 
placed in the Library. 


Hong Kong Ordnance Yard. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): [ 
beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, in view of the fact that the 
General Officer Commanding at Hong 
Kong recently informed a Member of 
this House, who expressed a desire to 
visit the ordnance yard and workshop 
at that place, that he had no authority 
to grant such a request to anyone, and 
that if he were to do so he might be re- 
primanded by the authorities at the War 
Office, will the Secretary of State for 
War consider the expediency of issuing 
instructions such as will enable Members 
of this House to visit His Majesty's 
ordnance yards and workshops when 
travelling in the Colonies. 


BRODRICK : 
national defences are conducted by 
regulations applicable generally; the 
answer to the Question, therefore, is in 
the negative. 


Mr. 


Mr. WEIR: No admission was asked’ 
to the defences. The officer was dis-- 


tinctly told that the hon. Member wished. 


to see the barracks and workshops. 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply that permission could only be 
granted according to regulations. 


Hong Kong Barracks. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state what 
sum was paid for the hotel on the Peak, 


|Hong Kong, which was converted into 
‘barracks for British soldiers; who re- 


commended the purchase; how much 
was expended in adapting the building 
to the requirements of the troops; and 


has he any official information to the 


Admissions | to: 
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effect that this building has recently | 
been destroyed by fire. 


Lorp STANLEY : The hotel mentioned 
was purchased in 1898 for £30,000. The 
purchase was strongly recommended by 
the General Officer commanding. A 
sum of £3,756 was spent in adapting it 
as barracks. I have no information as 
to the last paragraph of the Question. 


Mr. WEIR: Does the noble Lord say 
this hotel was not burnt down last 
month ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I 


information. 


said I had no 


Mr. WEIR: Will 
ascertain ? 


the noble Lord 


{No answer was returned. | 


Colombo Harbour—Light Vessel. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
whether any alteration has been made 
since the 2lst November last in the 
position of the light vessel off the 
northern arm of the new breakwater 
at Colombo ; and, seeing that tugs have 
been ordered in this country for the 
purpose of taking vessels into Colombo 
Harbour, will he say whether they have 
yet been despatched, and if not, when 
they will be ready. 


Mer. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is be- 
lieved that the light vessel has recently 
been moved 100 feet, so that it is now 
950 feet from the head of the south- 
west breakwater. A requisition from 
the Ceylon Government for two tugs 
was received in this country last month, 
and tenders for their construction will 
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shortly be invited, but the tugs will, 


probably not reach the Colony before the 
end of the year. 


Collection of Income Tax. 
Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR (Christ- 
church): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 


|jurymen summoned to 
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from having to pay this tax early in 
January, although he cannot recover it 
from the landlord until Lady Day. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzgacu, 


Bristol, W.): As payment of the tax 
before 1st January is purely voluntary, 
there are objections to issuing the 
Demand Notes much before that date. 
The demand would in many cases be 
resented as premature, and still more 
often be put aside and perhaps over- 
looked or mislaid before the time came 
for payment. There is no general 
complaint as regards the present system, 
under which the usual practice is for 
the tenants to payin January and to 
recover at Lady Day ; and the Board of 
Inland Revenue do not advise encourag- 
ing a change. 


CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he is aware that 
unusual steps are being taken at present 
to collect the Income Tax, threats of 
distraint being issued at this early date 
to those who have not paid; and 
whether these steps are being taken by 
the instructions of the Government. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
suppose there has been a year for some 
time past in which similar allegations of 
“unusual’’ stringency have not been 
made. I can only say that no special 
instructions have been issued this year 
in regard to the collection of Incone 
Tax. 


Unnecessary Summoning of Jurors. 
Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
|ment whether his attention has been 


called to the fact that the numbers of 
attend the 


_ Quarter Sessions and Assize Courts are 
often in excess of the number required ; 


/and whether, seeing that in some cases 


/numbers are summoned when there are 


the Exchequer whether steps can be, 


taken to issue the notices for payment of | 


no cases to be tried, he can take steps 
by legislation or otherwise to prevent 
this inconvenience and expense to Jury- 


the landlords’ income tax under Schedule | men. 


A in time to allow the tenant to deduct | 


the amount from the rent payable at | Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
Christmas, so as to prevent the tenant! HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuir, 
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Croydon): I may refer the hon. Mem 
ber to an answer which | gave to a 
similar question a short time ago, to 
the effect that I cannot see my way to 
introduce legislation on this subject. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Mr Justice 
Grantham only yesterday commented 
on the fact that 120 jurors had 
been—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! *° 


The Coronation Procession. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
persons occupying tenements on weekly 
and other short-time tenancies along the 
projected line of route for the Coronation 
procession in South London are being 
served with ejectment orders at the 
instance of landlords desirous of letting 
the windows to sightseers ; and whether, 
having regard to the hardship involved, 
he will consider whether some steps can 
be taken to prevent this action of the 
landlords. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The information at 
my disposal does not show that ejectment 


orders are being applied for in any num- | 


bers with the object mentioned. I have 
no power to interfere in the matter,;which 
is one between landlord and tenant. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman reprobates 
these proceedings. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I should be very sorry 
to think that ejectment orders were being 
applied for for the purpose mentioned. 


Smallpox—Kent Waterworks Well near 
the Metropolitan Hospital. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
N.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
aware that the Kent Waterworks Com- 
pany have nearly completed a large 
pumping station in the parish of Darenth 
in the Darenth Valley, within 1,100 
yards of the enclosure at Gore Farm, in 
which the Metropolitan Asylums Board 
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' Metropolitan 
| Farm, in which between 1,500 and 1,600 


| the Question. 
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hospitals to hold a total of 2,500 cases ; 


'and that the pumping station is at a 


lower level than any part of this en- 
closure ; and, seeing that these small- 
pox hospitals and the other establishments 


belonging to the Metropolitan Asylums 


Board at Gore Farm have no means of 
drainage for liquids other than soakage 
into the porous gravels and sands over- 
lying the chalk strata from which the 
Kent Waterworks derive their supply, 
whether he will institute an inquiry into 
the effect on the quality of the water 
supply from this drainage, including that 
from the burial ground belonging to the 
Asylums Board at Gore 


interments of smallpox and scarlet fever 
patients have been made, this burial 


'ground being situated 160 feet higher 


than, and 1,700 yards distant from, the 
Kent Waterworks Company’s pumping 
station. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLtER 
LonG, Bristol, 8.): I am aware of the 
facts mentioned in the first paragraph of 
The well was approved by 
me in December last as a source of supply 
after an investigation by an Inspector 
and after samples of the water had been 
examined by experts and found to be of 
great organic purity. I am informed 
that there is no danger of the well being 
polluted by surface drainage as it is lined 
with closely fitting iron cylinders toa 
depth of 92 feet from the surface, the 
lower 60 feet being in the solid chalk. 
Moreover, I understand that Gore Farm 
drains into a subsidiary valley of the 
Darenth which enters the main valley 
fully half a mile below the site of the 
well, and it is therefore impossible for 
surface drainage from the Hospital lands 
to reach the vicinity of the well. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman send down an 
inspector to make a local examination ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: An _ inspector 
was there last November, and samples of 
the water were submitted to analysis. I 
do not think it necessary to send again. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : A good many 


have also nearly completed smallpox | things have happened since then. 
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Welsh County Councils Joint Committee. | 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that when an effort was 
made in 1891 by the County Councils 
of Wales and Monmouthshire to put 
section 81 of the Local Government Act, 
1888, into operation, the Local Govern- 
ment Board ruled, notwithstanding 
sub-section 6, that the Act did not pro- 
vide for any expenditure of public 
money for such a purpose; and whether 
it would be competent for a district 
auditor to disallow the legitimate ex- 
penses of a Joint Committee of two or 
more Welsh County Councils incurred 
in carrying out any purposes of the Act 
in which they were jointly interested, 
such Committee having been formed 
under the provisions of section 81. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Iam aware 
of the correspondence which the Joint 
National Council of Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire had with the Local Govern- 
ment Board in 1892. The Board were 
then advised that the objects for which 
the Joint National Council was formed 
were not such as could be regarded as 
within the scope of section 81 of the 
Act of 1888. If a Joint Committee of 
two or more Welsh County Councils was 
formed for any purposes of the Act in 
which they were jointly interested, sub- 
section 6 of the section referred to would 
apply to the legitimate costs of the 
Committee and such costs could not | 
be properly disallowed. 


National Meat Supply—Argentine Cattle 
-Foot and Mouth Disease Regulations. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether, in consideration of the 
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THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): There is not, and there ought 
not to be, any connection between the 
two subjects. The period since what is 
described in the question as an authen- 
ticated case of foot and mouth disease 
is too short to allow me to assume that 
the disease has entirely disappeared. 
Even if it had disappeared, the laws as 
regards the importation of stock into 
Argentina are not yet such as in our 
opinion to afford reasonable security 
against the introduction of the disease. 


British Parcel Post Regulations—Trans- 
mission of Gold. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the British 
Parcel Post declines to accept gold for 
transmission from China, whereas the 
German Imperial Post does convey gold, 
with the result that gold which formerly 
came to this country is now sent to 
Germany; and if he will take steps to 
make the facilities offered by the British 
Parcel Post in China equal to those 
offered by Germany. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


Postmaster General is aware of the facts 


| stated in the Question, but he is not pre- 


pared to make an exception to the rule 
which excludes from the parcel post to 
and from places abroad any parcel con- 


| taining coin or bullion of more value 


than £5. The Parcel Post arrangements 


_ of this country are not suited to a traftic 


in bullion; and the presence of packets 


of gold in the mails, rendering necessary 


special precautions for their safety, tends 
to inconvenience not only the Post Office 
but also the senders of other parcels. 


Post Office—Dual Training of Employees. 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 





Argentine Republic having removed | Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
restrictions upon the entry of British | ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
pedigree stock into that country, and Postmaster General has appointed a 
the period since an authenticated case Committee to investigate the working of 
of foot and mouth disease has occurred | the scheme of dual training now in 
in the Republic, he will take steps to operation among sorting and telegraph 
increase the present meat supply by | staffs; and, if so, whether he will con- 
authorising the entry of Argentine | sider the advisability of receiving evidence 
cattle for slaughter. from working telegraphists and sorters. 


N 2. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | hearing of the case. The chairman 
The Postmaster General will bear in | declined to call upon him to leave the 
tuind the suggestion put forward by the | court, there being no consulting room. 


lon. Member. 
| Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 

Poultry Rearing in the Highlands. Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | of Ireland whether he is aware that at 
Advocate whether the Congested | the Petty Sessions held at Sneem, County 
Districts Board will make arrangements | Kerry, in November, 1901, the clerk 
to distribute this year free sittings of | admitted that he had sent word to 
eggs in the congested areas in each of Timothy Buckley, a local bailiff, to the 
the six Highland croftings counties with | effect that a summons had been taken 
a view to encourage and improve the | out against his wife, whereupon a cross 
breed of poultry; and has the Board | summons was taken out by Timothy 
ascertained whether their efforts in the | Buckley; and, in view of the fact that 
Island of Lewis have resulted in an|the magistrates reprimanded the clerk 
increased number of eggs being sent to | for exceeding his duty, will an under- 
market. | taking be required from him that this 

| offence shall not be repeated. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr., A. | ee J 
Granam Murray, Buteshire): I am). Mr. WYNDHAM: The magistrates 
informed by the Congested Districts informed the clerk that his action was 
Board that, whilst they think it is|irregular. There is no reason to 
doubtful how far the policy of the dis-| apprehend a recurrence of the irregu- 
tribution of free sittings of eggs should | larity, and no undertaking, such as 
be extended, they propose to continue | Suggested, is required. .”'! 
it this season. In reference to the! 
second part of the Question, the| Tulla Labourers’ Cottages Schemes. 


Board have not as yet received any; Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 


definite information on the point. | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
|of Ireland whether he can state the 
Sneem Petty Sessional Bench. | reason for the delay on the part of the 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to | Local Government Board to sanction 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord ‘the request of the Rural District? Coun- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| i of Tulla, County Clare, relative to 
aware that at the Petty Sessions Court | the erection of twenty-two cottages with 
held at Sneem, County Kerry, in | One-acre plots, seeing that all the pre 

|liminary inquiries have been carried 


November, 1901, one of the magistrates | h j 4 h Jai h 
remained on the bench during the hear- | through, and can he explain why no 


ing of a case against his bailiff, Timothy | 22SWeT has been received to an applica- 
Buckley, and that, in the absence of a | #0? made to the Local Government 
consulting room for the magistrates, Board to allow the additional hali-acre 
after the court had been cleared, this Plots to be given to the tenants at 
inagistrate remained on the bench, | Present im occupation, although the 
although frequent objections to his so | application was renewed on 5th February. 
doing were raised by the solicitor for the | penne" . 
plantift and whether he is aware that |. Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme ps 
another of the magistrates who was | ‘2quired into by the Local Government 
adjudicating said openly that he would | Board so long ago as 1895. It was be 
give permission to this magistrate to then sanctioned for reasons which were 
remain in court during the consultation | explained in detail to the local authority. 
on the case; and will he cause an inquiry | The Board has not received the recent 
to he enadie. “ | application to which reference is made 


| in the second part of the Question. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror) 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover):| Technical Instruction in County Cork. 
The magistrate referred to, on hisown| Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.)? 
initiative, declined to take part in the | I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
t 





su 








328 


an 
the 
L. 


the 
ant. 

at. 
ity 
ark 

to 
the 
cen. 
‘Oss 
shy 
hat 
rk 
ler- 


his 


tes 
vas 


gu. 


the 
int 
che 
the 
on 
1n- 


ith 


ied 


ras 
ant 
10t 
ere 
ty. 
nt 


de 





329 Questions. 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 
is aware that. the Committee of Technical 
Instruction for the County of Cork have 
prepared a scheme of technical instruc- | 
tion for the said county; and, seeing | 
that this scheme was discussed with and | 
approved by the officials of the Depart- | 
ment of Technical Instruction in Dublin, | 
whether he can explain the delay in| 
giving effect to it. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the corres- 
pondence between the Cork County 
Council and the Department of Agri- | 
culture, and to the proceedings at the 
last meeting of the County Council ; is | 
he aware that the County Council pro- 
tested against the action of the Depart- 
ment in retarding the adoption of the 
scheme of technical instruction, which 
was prepared with care and deliberation ; 
and whether he can state what reasons, 
if any, are put forward by the Depart- 
ment to account for the delay in putting 
the Technical Instruction Act into force 
in Cork County. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, 
E.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieuteuant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the action 
of the Department of Agriculture in | 
connection with the proposed scheme | 
of technical instruction for the County 
of Cork has been condemned by the 
Cork County Council; and what steps | 
it is proposed to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been no 
needless delay by the Department in| 
reference to the very important question | 
presented by the Technical Instruction | 
Scheme for Cork County, which, in | 
point of finance, is the third largest | 
scheme in Ireland and which, in point | 
of the complexity and extent of the 
educational area it deals with, is the 
most difficult. The scheme, even if 
finally approved when received from the 
County Council on the 24th December 
last, a date at which the current school | 
session was half over, could not come | 


' 
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into effective operation until the next 
session beginning the Ist August of this 
The Department reserves its 
approval for the time being, and the 
Technical Instruction Committee have 
been informed accordingly. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Depart- 
ment have treated the Cork County 
Council with very scant courtesy in 
this matter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
that. I know that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice President of the 
Board is giving his earnest attention to 
the matter, and is in possession of 
details and correspondence which I will 
ask him to show me. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman let me have a copy ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Crimes Act Prosecutions. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will cause to be sent 
to Members of this House prosecuted 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, copies of the 
judgments of the Superior Courts in 
Ireland under this Act, which were 
circulated privately amongst certain 
Giovernment officials in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Copies are on sale 
at the firm of Ponsonby in Grafton 


| Street, Dublin. 


Cancer—Proposed Commission of 
Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the 
action taken by Foreign Governments 
in the matter of research into the cause, 
cure, and prevention of cancer, is the 
Government now prepared to consider 
the advisability of the appointment of a 
Commission for the purpose of deter- 
mining how research respecting this 
disease can best be stimulated. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I bezat the same time toask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can now 
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state whether the Government is! 
prepared to extend financial assistance 
to the forthcoming inquiry into the 
causes and cure of cancer. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREASURY | 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E): My 
view remains that this subject, important 
as it is, can best be dealt with by private, 
though not unorganised, enterprise. I 
am told that,the Royal College of 
Physicians and the Royal College of 
Surgeons have appointed a Joint Com- 
mittee to consider how investigation into 
the possible cure of cancer can best be 
carried on, and I have received communi- 
cations from the President of the Royal 
College of Physicians and from other 
quarters which lead me to believe that 
their efforts will be successful, and that 
the scientific staff which they have at 
their command, and the liberality of the’ 
public, will enable a really important 
scientific investigation into this subject 
to be undertaken and carried through. 
In those circumstances I think it would 
be very unwise for the Government to 
intervene in a matter which, after all, 
Governments are not in the habit of 
conducting with very great success from 
a scientific or public point of view. 


Business of the House. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can now state when the Bill promised 
in the King’s Speech for the co-ordina- 
tion and improvement of Primary and 
Secondary Education will be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I may take 


this opportunity to state briefly what. 


will be the course of business between 
this and the Easter Holidays. The first 
business on Thursday will be the Con 
solidated Fund Bill. If the discussion 
upon that Bill ends early. my right hon. 
friend may then introduce the Irish Land 
Purchase Bill. If that Bill is not intro- | 
duced on Thursday, the alternative will | 
be Tuesday, the day before the House | 
rises. Possibly my right hon. friend | 
would prefer Tuesday, only that day 
would not be for the convenience of 
Irish Members. On Friday, the dis- 


cussion on the Army scheme will be 
taken. On Monday, I hope to introduce 
On Tuesday, the 


the Education Bill. 
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' that Bill is concluded. 


| business until the Thursday. 
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Government will take the Motion for the 
holidays, and they will probably on that 
occasion either introduce the Irish 


| Bill or take the Second Reading of the 
Licensing Bill. 


For Wednesday, there 
is a Bill which excites a good deal of inte- 
rest, and | shall propose that the House 
rise after the Second Reading debate on 
The House will 
rise on the Wednesday afternoon until 
the Monday week following, and on that 
Monday I shall, as usual, propose to take 
Supply. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : When is the 
discussion on the Procedure Rules likely 
to be resumed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to 
resume the Rules on the Tuesday after 
the House re-assem bles. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the Budget will be 
brought in ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not think 
I can name the day yet. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Will the right hon. Gentleman recon- 
sider his last arrangement, because | 
do not think it is usual immediately 
after holidays to take business so 
important. There will be nothing lost 
to the Government if they substitute 
some other business. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Anxious as [am 
to meet the wishes of the right hon. 
Gentleman, I must point out that 1 was 
abused last session for having given too 
long holidays. Now I am asked not to 
take important business too soon after 
the holidays, in order that the holidays 
may be prolonged. I am anxious to 


facilitate Members in every way possible, 


but I do not think it would be in- 
convenient to resume the discussion of the 
Procedure Rules on the Tuesday. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I appeal to the right hon. Genile- 
man not to take up serious controversial 
It is am 
almost universal practice not to do so. | 
would remind the right hon. Gentleman 
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that the session began a month earlier 
this year, and it would cause consider- 
able inconvenience to many hon. Mem- 
bers to have to be back here on the 
Tuesday. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): What Supply will be taken on 
the Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will state 
that before the House separates for the 
holidays. If the House will guarantee 
that the very modest legislative pro- 
gramme of the Government will be got 
through before 12th August, it will alter 
my proposed arrangements. But, in the 
circumstances, I think [ should be 
seriously to blame if I called the House 
back on the Monday and did not proceed 
with serious business until the end of the 
week, [ imagine the great majority of 
hon. Members would very much prefer 
the arrangement I have sketched out. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | 
' Member who can speak of the matter 


First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will state in what terms the Army 
scheme will be submitted for discussion 
on Friday next. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am notin a 
position to give the precise terms, but I 
will communicate them to the right hon. 
Gentleman and to the House as soon as 
possible. I hope I may do so tonight 
before the Adjournment. 


NEW BILL. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 

“To enable His Majesty’s Postmaster 
General to acquire lands in the county of 
London for the public service, and for 
other purposes ; presented by Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 


and to be printed. [Bill 127.] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Thursday. 
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SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—REMOUNTS 
AND OTHER CONTRACTS, 
[SECOND DaAy’s DEBATE. ] 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [17th March], “ That 
a Select Committee be appointed to in- 
quire into all contracts and purchases 
made by or on behalf of the Government 
for His Majesty’s Forces in South Africa 
in respect of remounts. meat, forage, 
freights, and transport.” —(Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


*(4.5.) Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON 
(Bedfordshire, Biggleswade): I have no 
intention of detaining the House at any 
great length with the remarks | am about 
tomake this afternoon, for I fully recognise 
that there are many Members on the 
other side of the House who are desirous 
of justifying the vote they are about to 
give. I should certainly not have ven- 
tured to intervene in the debate, only | 
know that the House is indulgent to a 


under discussion from personal experi- 


‘ence and observation ; and although, 


perhaps, my own opinion may not be 
worth much, I may possibly be in a 
position to reflect the views of many 
others who have taken part in the overa- 
tions in South Africa. Now, as to the 
case brought forward last night, I heard 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition described 
by an hon. Member who sits near me as 
one made in very great good humour and 


' moderation. I listened toit carefully, andI 


can subscribe to that view. But it also 
seemed to me to be feeble and timorous. 
It showed a very great deal of force and 
vigour, and it received, as it deserved, 
absolute annihilation from the Secretary 
of State for War. The hon. Member for 
Northampton, in seconding the Motion, 
with that characteristic frankness which 
we all admire, vamped up tales and 
fables, produced out of his inner 
consciousness. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


[rise to order, Mr. Speaker. I desire to. 


ask whether one Member may accuse 
another of vamping up tales and producing 
his facts from his moral consciousness. 
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* Mr. SPEAKER: I did not catch the 
exact expression, used butI am sure if any 
words were used reflecting on the 


honour of the hon. Member the noble | 


Lord will withdraw them. 


* Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : I cer- 
tainly withdraw the words if they are con- 
sidered offensive. What I meant was that 
practically no circumstantial evidence was 
advanced in support of the Motion. That is 
the sort of case which has been produced, 
and these accusations were flung across the 


already overtaxed Minister, a man who, 
as the country knows, has for years been 
bearing the strain and test of an arduous 
campaign. [admit I am puzzled to know 
quite what the object of the Leader of 
the Opposition was in bringing this vote 
of censure upon the Government forward, 
Possibly it may have been an effort to 
remove the present administration from 
power, but if that be so, then I think that 
such an attitude in the middle of a great 
war is utterly indefensible. It may have 
been a more sinister design—if the right 
hon. Gentleman will allow me to say so— 
to spread, I will not say a malevolent 
spirit, but, at any rate, a mischievous 
spirit, to hamper and impede the action of 
tae responsible Minister who is engaged 
in carrying on this arduous campaign. 
May I, for my part, say I think that 
accusations of this kind coming from the 
Leader of the great Liberal Party come 
with very bad grace indeed from a 
statesman who, in and outside this House, 
has for some months past been making 
utterances tending to impede and hamper 
the action of the responsible Government 
in carrying on the war, and whose 
utterances have, in my opinion, tended to 
prolong the war. I take this opportunity 
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| ringing in our ears the cheers which 
| greeted the disaster to our troops on a 
‘recent occasion. I will not trouble the 
House with my views on that matter. | 
cannot do better than draw the attention 
of hon. Members to the words used by 
a member of the Nationalist Party in a 
letter which he sent to the Press. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
noble Lerd is entitled to criticise his 
opponents in the case of a vote of censure 


| on Ministers, but his observations should 
floor of the House at the head of an'| 


of saying in the most public manner that | 
the expressions used by the right hon. | 


Gentleman, such as the “ methods of 
barbarism,” as applied to our troops in 


the field, will be found written in lines | 


of fire in the hearts of the present genera- 
tion and of possibly future ones long after 
the echo of his words have died away. 
We shall be glad to hear the views 
of the members of the Imperial League, 
who have told us that they are as desirous 
as we of bringing this war to a speedy and 
successful termination. I appeal to hon. 


Members opposite, and not to the Irish | 


Nationalists, from whom we know what 
speeches we may expect. There are still 


be more relevant. 


* Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : I hope 
the House will excuse me for having been 
led away by natural feelings into these 
observations. What is the charge made 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite 4 
He has asked for an inquiry into the 
contracts and purchases made by and on 
behalf of the Government. I do not 
see why the leader of the Opposition 
should claim a monopoly in the desire for 
investigation in this matter. Those who 
have been in South Africa give way to 
no one in the desire for investigation. The 
difference between us is that we realise to 
the full the position in which the 
Secretary for War stands, and our view is 
that it is undesirable and impossible at the 
present time. I can go back to the 
second phase of the Afghan campaign, and 
[ am prepared to admit that in the matter 
of supphes for the troops the present 
campaign compares very favourably with 
that campaign and with the Egyptian 
campaign in which [ also took _ part. 
May I say that in my judgment we 
are somewhat exaggerating the defects 
of the transport during this campaign ! 


In providing for transport — before- 
hand, the War Office are always 
face to face with this difficulty—that 


until they know in what particular part of 
the Empire a war is to take place, they do 
not know how to prepare for it, the trans- 
port required for different parts of the 
world being so diverse. When the war is 
over, I intend to attack my right hon. 
friend, or any Minister who may be at the 
War Office, because I know the optimistic 
spirit that prevails there, and the difficulty 
of getting them to prepare for war. No 


doubt many influences will be brought to 
bear in support of the policy of forget and 
forgive, but I am firmly of opinion that 
when the war is over, my right hon. friend 
should not be allowed to be forgetful of 
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the lessons to be learnt from it. 
of those who have confidence in Lord 
Kitchener and in the Secretary for War. 
They have been frank in all these matters. 
They have admitted that there have been 
defects, and therefore, in view of all these 
facts, I am ready to give my support 
to the Government on this occasion. 


(4.25.) Mr. T. P. O;CONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland): The speech, the very 


agreeable speech, to which we have. 


listened from the noble Lord is an 
exception to the ordinary rules, because 
it contained some of the strongest 
arguments in favour ofthe Motion. ‘The 
noble Lord admitted that mistakes were 
made in the Afghan and Egyptian 
campaigns, but here we are involved 
in another war, and the same 
mistakes and scandals are repeated in 
an even more marked manner. The 
noble Lord also admits the danger of 
the policy of forgive and forget. The 
moment the war is over and its pressure 
on the country has passed these scandals 
will be forgotten and forgiven, and the 
next war will be begun in the same way. 
Three broad lines of defence to this 
Motion have been put forward on the 
part of the Government. The first 
is a fu quoque ; the second an apparently 
candid admission of the charges and a 
very laboured extenuation of them ; and 
the third is that the purposes and objects 
behind the Motion must be considered, 
and that the real issue is not the fate of 
the Motion, but the fate of the Govern- 
ment. I am afraid that the speeches 
made in defence of the Government have 
been distorted by Party passion and have 
been calculated to lead us away from 
the real merits of the Motion. I will 
take the lines of defence in their order. 
First there is the fu quoque. The noble 
Lord gets up and astonishes the House 
by referring to matters which happened 
seventeen or eighteen years ago. When 
I came down yesterday I was under 
the impression I was to listen to a debate 
on the war of 1900-2, and the conduct 
of the present Minister for War and his 
immediate predecessor. But I had not 
been here more than one hour when I 
discovered that the real question the 
Secretary of State thought we ought to 
consider was not the conduct of the War 
Minister of today, but that of the present 
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Leader of the Opposition. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for 
Fareham followed in the same course, 
but not being so adroit and practised in 
debates or craftsmanship as the Secretary 
of State for War, he immediately found 
himself in collision with you, Sir, on a 
point of order, and if it had not been for 
that unexpected interruption we would 
have been discussing until now what 
my right hon. friend did in the Egyptian 
campaign of 1881-2. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I had better disabuse 
the mind of my hon. friend. | was not 
Under Secretary for War, nor had I any 
connection with the War Office, during 
the Egyptian campaign. I was Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty at the time. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: That shows 
the great danger of accepting any 
statement made on the other side of 
the House without independent personal 
investigation. Though I know the 
career of my right hon. friend pretty 
well, I was so far taken in by the 
histrionic sincerity of the Secretary of 
State, and the splendid, inspired, honest 
and virtuous passion with which he 
attacked the right hon. Gentleman, 
that I actually accepted the entirely 
false statement that my right hon. friend 
was Under Secretary of State for Warin 
the Egyptian campaign. I will now tell the 
right hon. Gentleman, something which is 
a positive fact, and not an unfounded 
statement, and that is, that the head of 
the War Office during that disastrous 
period was one of the pillars of the present 
Administration, whose downfall, we are 
told, would mean a prolongation of the 
war and the destruction of the Empire 
—I mean the Dukeof Devonshire. 
Though the right hon. Gentleman is so 
old and skilful a campaigner, I would 
advise him to look up his history to see 
that he is not attacking any Member of 
the present Administration, for though 
some of his colleagues may be good 
Tories now, they may not have been in 


the days to which the right hon. 
Gentleman refers. That is the fu quoque 
defence. 


The next line of defence is to admit 


the charges with apparent candour and 
| then to extenuate them. Inthis case the 
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extenuation has gone on to a degree and 
in a manner which rather surprised me. 
The noble Lord opposite described some 
of the statements of the hon. Member for 
Northampton as vamped-up charges 
which came from his inner consciousness ; 
the Secretary of State spoke of ‘idle 
gossip,” and the hon. Member for 
Christchurch, first denouncing the 
evidence of the waiter—brought in, | 
believe, by the late Prime Minister and 
the Member for Dulwich—was equal to 
the occasion and produced a brand new 
waiter of his own; then, alluding to the 
affidavit brought forward by the 
Member for Dulwich, was again 
equal to the occasion, and brought 
forward another affidavit; and then, 
alluding to what he described as the 
perjured evidence of a witness produced 
by the hon. Member for Dulwich, was 
once more equal to the occasion, and 
brought forward another perjured 
witness—all by way of showing that we 
are dealing not with proved and admitted 
facts, but with idle and empty gossip and 
vamped-up inventions, and this in spite 
of the fact that a Committee appointed 
by the right hon Gentleman himself, and 
I might almost say, with the exception 
of one hon. Member from above the 
gangway,: packed by the right hon. 
Gentleman, has proved every single 
charge brought against the (Govern- 
ment in regard to gross, foul, and 
gigantic scandals in connection with 
remounts and other departments. 

But that is not all. I said that 
gradually the charges would be 
extenuated until they disappeared. But 
more has happened. Vices have become 
virtues. The hon. Member for Christ- 
church last night had not a House by 
any means in proportion to the extra- 
ordinary interest of the speech he 
delivered. The hon. Member was not 
satisfied with dismissing the charges as 
idle gossip; he said it was quite in 
accord with everything which takes 
places in England, and that the whole 
commercial system of the country rested 
on the basis of secret commissions. That 
is «a somewhat startling statement, 
{Ministerial cheers.} I do not know 
whether it is true or not, but I assume 
the cheers on the other side to indicate 
that it is. [* No.’’] I am glad to find the 


‘COMMONS; 





and other Contracts. 340 


lines that there is some division on the 
question. What does the statement of 
the hon. Gentleman amount to ? 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): They are not his words. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I think } 
have as good a memory as the noble 
Lord, and | heard them. 1 did not like 
to detain the House by looking through 
my notes, but I have the exact reference 
now. 


“* England—— 


The statement is stronger than [ 
thought. 1 was innocent enough to 
talk of the commercial system, but it 
is England, not merely the commercial 
system. 

“England now rests on a system of secret 
c omimissions. 
So that, in the course of the debate the 
scandals which are admitted by the 
Government, instead of being hurled 
against them as a crime and a vice, are 
exalted by the hon. Gentleman to the 
level of following the great example of 
national virtue and morality, for ‘‘ Eng- 
land now rests on a system of secret 
commissions.” That is the kind of 
defence which the friends of the Govern- 
ment make from their attitude on this 
question. 

But there is another defence, and that 
also is coupled with an attack on the 


Leader of the Opposition and some other 
Gentlemen who have spoken in the 
debate. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 


the Member for Fareham, with all the 
enthusiasm and ardour of youth, was 
quite disappointed with the debate. It 
was wanting in colour and in richness; 
it was insipid. Does not the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman see the inference that 
anyone must draw trom his description 
of the debate? I have not found the 
debate insipid. The speech of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman himself was most 
inspiring, while the speech from which 
I have just quoted had in it more plums 
than any speech I have heard or read 
for a long time. But analyse the com- 
plaint of the hon. and gallant Gentleman. 
What does it mean? Here we are in the 
midst of the war, when these scandals 
are fresh in our minds, when many 


debate has so far departed from Party | People think the scandals are going on 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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and will continue until the war is 
over, and yet, with the criminals in the 
dock before us, the crime fresh in 
our memories, and all the misfortunes 
and errors that lie behind the whole 
story of corruption vividly in our mind’s 
eye, the debate is described as cool and 
insipid. With what kind of mind, then, 
should we discuss these things three or 
four years hence when all these matters 
are forgotten? It means that these 
charges will be investigated, brought 
home and dealt with now, or they will 
never be dealt with at all. 

The noble Lord opposite also found 
fault with the statement o the hon. 
Member tor Northampton that the 
Chartered Company were buying horses 
in Szabadka at the same time as Captain 
Hartigan was buying on the part of the 
Yeomanry. But that does not depend 
on the evidence of my hon. friend. Some 
of the hon, Gentlemen who have spoken 
in this debate appear not to have read 
the Welby report. Listen to this passage 
from the examination of Captain Harti- 
gan— 

(Ur. Charteris): Did you hear anything 
out there as to the Austro-Hungarian Export 
Company 7— No. 

“ (Ur. Hobhouse): Have you any knowledge 
of a man named Folgar ?—No. 

** He did not appear at Szabadka while you 
were there?—Not knowing this man I am 
unable to say; Lsaw Major Armstrong, who 
Was with me in the 16th Lancers, and [ saw 
Veterinary Surgeon Hill. They were buying 
horses, they said, for Cecil Rhodes, but Cecil 
Rhodes was buying them for the Yeomanry. 
I think they got him 1000. He got some in 
New Orleans and some in Szabadka.” 


So that the statement of my hon. friend 
as to the competition between the agent 
of the Chartered Company on the one 
hand and the agent of the Yeomanry 
Committee on the other does not depend 
on his inner consciousness ; it depends 
on the evidence given before the Com- 
mittee which investigated these charges. 
The point which does not seem to have 
struck hon. Gentlemen is this: How 
does this remount scandal begin? The 
persons involved all manage to get to 
Szabadka in company. One of the 
astonishing things in regard to this busi- 
ness is that the Government do not even 
yet seem to know what Szabadka is. 
The Under Secretary of State for War 
in another place said, in answer to some 
charges about the scenes in the hotel at 
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Szabadka, that Szabadka was quite a 
small place, and that it was only natural 
they should be at the same _ hotel 
for the simple reason it was a small 
place and there was only one hotel in 
the place. Szabadka*has 72,000 inhabi- 
tants, four principal hotels, and forty- 
four smaller inns, and yet that is the 
state of knowledge which the authorities 
arein with regard to Szabadka at the 
present day. Now,what happened? My 
hon. friend below the gangway was inno- 
cent enough to ask this question— 

** [suppose you got to know something about 
Szabadka ?— Yes. 


and other Contracts. 


“What would you recommend the War 
Oflice to do in the ease of another emergency 
like this if they wanted to purchase horses in 
Hungary ?—Well, to begin with, this man 
Hauser has the monopoly ; he can stable 4,000 
or 3,000 horses in Szabadka. 

“Is it pretty good stabling ?—No, the worst. 
Itisvery youd for Hungary, but it is very crude. 
And then this gentleman goes on to 
give a description of Hauser. He says— 

* As soon as Hauser gets a contract they 

swarm round him like bees, and he gives them 
great satchels of money and they go out into 
the difterent districts.” 
Now, few men thad ever heardof Szabadka 
until this debate took place ; then, why 
isit, with thecelerity with which Monsieur 
Santos Dumont might emulate and with 
the directness which he has not yet 
attained, all these gentlemen in this emer- 
gency steer their way straight toSzabadka? 
They ought to have known that they 
would have had to deal with one man 
and one alone, because Hartigan said 
that Hauser was the monopolist there, 
and that when they went there they 
put themselves into the hands of a 
monopolist. Why did they go there? 
I do not think that sufficient regard has 
been given to the evidence of Colonel 
Wardrop. The President of the Com- 
mission asked— 

“You are the British Military Attaché at 
Vienna?—Yes, at Buda Pesth, Bucharest. 
Servia, and Montenegro.” 

—and this shows the great knowledge the 
War Office have of these gentlemen who 
are attached to our embassies abroad— 


“You have held that position for the last 
two years or more ?—It will be seven years in 
April since I was appointed.” 

He was seven years there, and nobody in 
the War Office knew of his existence, but 


. mark the story he tells— 
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‘*How did you first hear that it was pro- 
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posed to purchase remounts for the use of the | 
Army in South Africa?—Well, I must say, I | 
chave not been consulted in any respect what- | 


ever, either by the Yeomanry or by the War | 


“Office authorities ?” 

This man is the representative of the War 
Office authorities. What do we keep 
these men for all over the world? We 
‘keep them there for the purpose of keep- 
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| received a note from Colonel St Quintin 


complaining that he had received no reply 
to his telegram. He continues— 


““ What became of my reply I do not know.” 
‘It is not for me to give you any informa- 
tion upon that.” 


Perhaps the noble Lord will be able to 


| give us some information as to that. 


ing the War Office in touch with the | 
military resources of the countries to | 


which they are attached. Yet at the 
moment of this agonised crisis of re- 
mounts, the War Office absolutely do not 
know of the existence of its Military 
Attaché, who had been there for seven 
years. 

“Tt is not for me to find fault, but I certainly 
‘thought, if our authorities wanted information, 
anyone who knows me knows that 1 have 
been connected with horses a long time.” 

His name was too English, that was what 
was the matter. There was a time when 
the foreigner paid the flattering unction 


to us in England of changing his name | 


and adopting an English patronymic. 

“TI might have been asked as to the purchase 
of these horses, and consulted with regard to 
the price to be paid, the class of horses to be 
obtained for that price and who the best agents 
were.” 

What happened? The intelligent agent 
of the Yeomanry force took this course. 

“What I know of it is this. I received a 
telegram before the purchase of the horses for 
the Yeomanry took place to the following 
effect (the telegram was unsigned)—‘ Can 
you tind me so and so many horses of such and 
such an age, at such and such a price.’ ” 
What did Colonel Wardrop do? He is a 
Military Attaché attachedto our Embassy ; 
he is half political and half military, and 
what sort of a politician would he have 
been if he had answered an unsigned 
telegram like that 2 

** Fir-t of all,” he says, “it was en clair, 
and secondly it was unsigned. I took it to 
the Ambassador and asked him about it. I 
said I did not like telegrams of that kind. It 
might have been pulling my leg on the Boer 
side. I replied in cipher to the War Office to 
the following effect : ‘ Have received telegram 
unsigned requesting information respecting 
purchase of horses. So many horses of required 
age can be bought for sum mentioned.’ I re- 
ceived no reply of any sort to this telegram.” 
These are the assiduous officials whose 
absence for a few hours twice a week 
cannot be given by the Government for 


| dealers came round 


Perhaps he will spare out of the ten 
hours a day which I am sure he is 
devoting to this Department, five minutes 
for this purpose. This Military Attaché 
had for seven years been one of the 
antenne by which this intelligent, far- 
reaching War Office, gathered informa- 
tion from all parts of the world, and yet 
this was all Colonel Wardrop knew 
officially of the intention to buy horses 
in Hungary. There is a great deal of 
eloquent pathos in this remark— 

‘*It is not for me to give you any informa- 
tion on that.” 
An unsigned telegram from the Yoe- 
manry, an unanswered communication to 
the War Office, and thousands of horses 
bought under the nose of our Military 
Attaché who has been there seven years 
—* That is all I know!” Then with the 
view of clearing up that part of Colonel 
Wardrop’s evidence with regard to 
Colonel St. Quintin, he says— 


** According to my telegram, which was 
never replied to, no middlemen were required.” 

From that, I think the House can 
see with what gross neglect Colonel 
Wardrop was treated. The result to 
the country would have been far 
better if it had been replied to. To go 
back to Hauser, Hartigan has described 
how, directly he got a contract, the 
him and _ he gave 


them satchels full of money. There is 


/some slight difference of national idiom 


in the language of Hartigan and 
Colonel Wardrop. The evidence of 
the first is given with a certain amount 
of imagery, I do not like to say of an 
Oriental character, because I might come 
into contact with some of the contract- 
ors, but that is the fashion of Irishmen. 
An Irishman describes the hill in Wick- 


_low as the Crest of the Golden Spear, 


the purpose of rooting up the poisoned | 


roots of this scandal. 
in the meantime, a month later, had 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


Colonel Wardrop | 





the Englishman call it the Sugar Loaf. 
The comments of Colonel Wardrop were 
characteristically Saxon. This is the 
language of Colonel Wardrop. He was 
asked— 
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the horse - dealing world of Hungary? Is he 
one of the leading men ?—I do not think he was 
then, but he is now ;,and then he added money 
commanded position there like everywhere else. 
They say he has made enormous sums.” 

And as we have seen, the grub-like 
Hauser becomes a great man in Austria 
Hungary through the money he got 
owing to the stupidity of the men who 
were sent out there to buy horses. 
We have notjdone with Hartigan yet. 
[ noticed his name in Zhe Times this 
morning, and to get one’s name 
into the columns of The Times is 
the first stage of becoming a pillar 
of support to the Unionist Party. 
What is he in The Times for? He is in 
The Times for the purpose of showing 
that these scandals are impossible in the 
future, and that the question of the 
supply of horses will now be on a proper 
basis, because this country has the 
inestimable advantage—of what do you 
think ?—of the services of Hauser to buy 
more horses. All these transactions have 
made the country, and especially the 
War Office, the laughing- stock of the 
world. The laughter in Austria is 
sympathetic. One of the documents in 
the Report—not gossip, not the evidence 
of a waiter, who is supposed not to have 
the right to make a statement on oath 
and have it believed —states— 

* As I was interested in the matter I went to 
the market and observed the actions of those 
who, according to their own account, were 
collecting horses for the English Army, and 
who for the most part were well known as 
agents in the provincial markets. What I 
there saw I can briefly include in the wish: 
‘God grant more such opportunities for purifying 
our nature breed from its dregs.’ ” 

Then he had some patriotic misgiving, 
for he added— 

‘**On the other hand, I was filled with anxiety 
when I asked myself the question, ‘ What con- 
ception will the foreigner have of Hungarian 
horse-breeding if such specimens are described 
as Hungarian horses 7°” 

That is a somewhat sardonic observer 
of our methods. There is another with 
a little more of the milk of human kind- 
ness, a little broader type of the patriot. 
He says— 

‘Tn short, the rubbish of the Hungarian stock 
of horses was exported for the poor British 
soldiers,” 

It was they who had to suffer in the end. 
It is their fate we are discussing ; 
not whether some miserable fellow sold 
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the pass or some other fellow gained 
exorbitant profits. He continues— 

**It seems quite natural to me that such a 

material of horses could not meet the require- 
ments, and proved useless.” 
The language of America is sometimes 
sympathetic and sometimes sardonic, 
because the Americans are a nation with 
a keen sense of humour. The agents of 
the War Oftice have been performing the 
same exploits in some parts of America: 
as they have been performing in Austria. 
The tollowing is an extract from the 
Milford Times. | apologise for the 
language, which is not pleasant to hear, 
but the truth had best be heard. The 
Milford Times states— 


“John Bull, Esq., has scattered much 
needed money in this vicinity during the present 
winter, and the country is well rid of several 
thousand untamed and valueless cayuses.” 

I do not know what cayuses may mean, 
but I take it to be a term of opprobrium. 

The whole world—even nations not 
unfriendly to this country—is ringing 
with mocking laughter at the manner in 
which the War Office has conducted 
the war. The Secretary of State for 
War made one statement which surprised 
me. He said that even if the scandals 
were as bad as they have been proved to 
be, the war went on all right, and the 
right hon Gentleman, in language of 
impassioned rhetoric, defied the Leader 
of the Opposition, or anyone else, to say 
that these scandals and the other scandals 
had interfered with the progress of the 
war. | say that the whole course 
of the war bears the trail of these 
scandals from beginning to end. 
Does anyone suppose that what this 
country is thinking of today is only the 
loss of money involved on these scandals ? 
No, Sir; the country is thinking of the 
loss of life. I say that you can trace 
from Hauser in Hungary, from the men 
in Utah, and from the others in the 
Argentine in direct line, as clear as the 
heredity of any man in this House, the 
trail of the dishonest and stupid con- 
tractor, the bad or insufficient horses, to 
every one of your critical moments in 
South Africa. Iam against this war. I 
do not deny that Iam an uncompromising 
enemy of this war ; and I had the honour 
—and I think it will be regarded as an 
honour in later years—of having made the 
last speech in this House against the war 


| before it began. Iam quite content that 
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my poor political reputation should stand 
on that speech, and I am quite content 
that the policy of the Colonial Secretary 
should be judged on his speech in reply. 
But | am not speaking now from the 
standpoint of an enemy of this war, 
but how [ would look at it if I were an 
Englishman in favour of it, who believed 
it was just and necessary, and who, 
therefore, wished it carried on on 
scientific methods and with rapidity and 
success. What would happen! I would 
not bother myself as to whether Lewison 
or Hauser made £20,000 or £30,000. I 
would not be a very good Irishman if | 
cared too much about money. ‘The loss 
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of the money is the smallest part of the | 


matter. The hideous loss of life is the 
real matter to which the attention of the 
country ought to be directed. 
go into this part of the case, let me read 


an extract from Dr. Conan Doyle’s book. | bs . ae 
| Hon. Member: “They relieved Kimber- 


Dr. Doyle is one of the gentlemen who 
is strongly in favour of the war. 
siders it just and necessary. He has taken 


Before [| 


He con- | 


an honourable part in practising his old pro- | 
iession of medicine at the war, and he has | 


written a very able pamphlet in defence 
of the conduct of the war. He is a man 


| of the War Office were directly 


of very great ability, and his patriotism—— | 


using the word in the somewhat 
restricted sense of the Jingo—is not under 
any cloud or misapprehension. 
rather amused at this passage in refer- 


I was | 


ence to what took place at one of the | 





reverses sustained by General Gatacre 
“In meantime three powerful Boer guns 
upon the ridge had opened fire with great 
accuracy, but fortunately with defective 
snells. Had the enemy’s contractors” 
—does not this sound like irony 1— 
‘** been as trustworthy as their gunners in this 
campaign our losses would have been very 
much heavier, and it is possible that here we 
catch a glimpse of some consequences of that 
corruption which was one of the curses of the 
country.” 
it does read like irony that the Boer 
Government was being punished through 
its guns for its corruption, in face of 
what we know now. I do not want to 
go through these painful sentences more 
than I am compelled in order to state my 
case. After Belmont, Lord Methuen 
gained some advantage over the Boers, 
and some prisoners were taken. Here, 
again, is apparently unconscious irony— 
“We captured some fifty prisoners, whom 
the soldiers regarded with the utmost interest. 
They were a sullen, slouching crowd, rudely 
clad, and they represented probably the poorest 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


|the conduct here? 
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of the burghers, who now, as in the middle 
ages, suffer most in battle, since a long purse 
means a good horse.” 

Dr. Conan Doyle had never heard of 
Hauser then. He proceeds— 
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“Most of the enemy galloped very comfort- 
ably away after the action, leaving a fringe of 
sharpshooters among the kopjes to hold back 
oar pursuing cavalry. The want of horsemen 
and the want of horse artillery are the two 
reasons which Lord Methuen gives why the 
defeat was not converted into a rout.” 


At Enslin, again, the Boers rode calmly 
away, many of them making uncom. 
plimentary gestures at our unhorsed 
battalions. Again, take the march to 
Kimberley under General French. There 
were bad and insufficient horses again, 
with the result that, with characteristic 
good nature, the troopers dismounted, 
and, not satisfied with that, took some 
of the baggage off the horses’ backs. | An 


ley.”| Yes, they relieved Kimberley, but 
not before Lord Methuen had lost a 
thousand men in one week. Pretoria 
and Bloemfontein were also occupied, but 
at a loss of life for which the contracts 
and 
primarily responsible. The troops got 
to Bloemfontein, and they had not boots 
for the men or horses for the cavalry. 
The hon. Member for Westminster told 
us what accommodation they had for 
the sick and wounded. Is not the case 
of the hospital scandals on a par with 
I remember when 
the hon. Member exposed these scandals 
in the House, and I remember seeing the 
First Lord of the Treasury in a condi- 
tion of unworthy personal passion and 
malignity because the hon. Member had 
dared to expose these scandals. But 
public opinion was too strong for him, 
and many a man is alive today because 
the hon. Member made that charge upon 
the Government, and thousands of the 
men who lie in graves at Bloemfontein 
today would have been alive if we had 
had a competent War Office. The 
Government are anxious to hush this 
matter up. The right hon. ‘ientleman 
stated that he would welcome a full 
inquiry, but he wishes to wait until the 
indignation has evaporated, and until it 
has ceased to interest anybody but the 
h storian and the archeologist. It is not 
only the fate of the Motion which is 
being decided tonight, but it is the lives 
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of the particular gentlemen who hold 
office. 
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They may regard their official | bad 
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Lorp STANLEY : They were neither 
horses nor insufficient. The 


life as valuable to the country, and J | regiments were .well mounted on good 


may say that I think the country has | 


borne with them with singular patience. 


Ido not know whether that patience is 


yet exhausted, but if the country persists 
in keeping such men in office we shall 
find that, like other nations, this great 


nation will be destroyed by its own | 


national arrogance and folly. 


(5.18.) The FINANCIAL SECRE- 
TARY to tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
I feel somewhat at a disadvantage 
in following the hon. Member who 
has just sat down, but I am afraid 
that it is not in my power to go 
from light to shade and shade to light 
again, and transpose what has been an 
excessively dull debate in turn into a 
comedy and then into a tragedy. He 
has laid down certain propositions, but I 
do not want to deal in any Party spirit 
with the questions he has brought up. 
I will first of all deal with the speech of 
the hon. Member who has just spoken. 
He said at the end of his speech that 
hundreds—I think he said thousands— 
of lives were lost in this war by bad 
contracts. Knowing something of this 
question of what happens at both ends, I 
am in a position to absolutely deny that 
any lives were lost by bad contracts being 
made. Upon the question of the pur- 
chase of horses the hon. Member said 
that, owing to the badness of our purchases 
by contract, the enemy were able to 
escape at Enslin. Does the hon. Member 
know that those horses were 
not contract horses, but were cavalry 


horses taken out by the regiment, and were , 
picked from England and Ireland, and , 
they were the very class of horses which | 


hon. Members of this House have always | : : 
’” | regards their reputation. 


been urging the Government to buy. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: 
Meant to say was that the inefficiency of 
the War Office of which these contracts 
formed a part was the cause of that 
escape. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
distinctly argued that owing to bad 
horses lives were lost. 


Mr. T. P. OOCONNOR: I said “ Bad 


and insufficient horses.” 


What I) 


English horses, and to say that their 
incapacity was due to a wrong contract 
having been made by the War Office does 
not add to the appreciation of the hon. 
Member’s remarks. He also alluded to 
another contract. He said that at Bloeme 
fontein we had to wait because the men 
had not got boots. That may be true, 
but it was not the fault of the Govern- 
ment that they were unable to get boots 
to Bloemfontein. ‘The boots were there 
in South Africa, and there was never a 
single article wanted which was not there, 
and they only wanted transporting to the 
places where they were wanted. After all, 
one may not be able to supply at the 
actual moment at the front the particular 
article required, but that does not 
reflect upon the Government or the 
War Office, provided that those articles 
are in the country ready to be drawn 
upon when military exigencies permit it. 

Going back to the Resolution on the 
Paper, | would like to point out that the 
difference between us is not as great as 
hon. Members would have us_ believe. 
The question of whether or no we are 
to have an inquiry into all the contracts 
of the present war is already definitely 
and decidedly settled. My, right hon. 
friend emphasised that yesterday. He 
pointed out that he will insist when the 
war is over that there shall be a full and 
and complete inquiry into all the trans- 
actions of the War Office. That question 
is one which need not be debated as to 
whether we are or are not to have the 
inquiry at the present moment, or 
whether or no the War Office should be 
put into the position of having to do 
their executive work, which goes on from 
day to day, and at the same time put 
themselves in a defensive position as 
The right hon. 


| Gentleman in introducing this Resolution 





spoke in a way which nobody on this 
side could take offence at, but at the 
same time one could not help pitying him 
as a good man struggling with adversity. 
He said very openly, turning to the hon. 
Gentlemen around him— 


“You must supply me with the particulars, 
and you must give the local dashes of colour.” 


Those hon. Gentlemen responded 5to 
his entreaties, and they have brought 
forward here these mutterings and in_ 
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sinuations which have been passed about | that? Is it to be said that a gentleman 


from mouth to mouth, and which have 
appeared in some newspapers. 


who has served in a distinguished cavalry 
| regiment and who is a General in the 


The hon. Member for West Nottingham | English Army is influenced in his vocation 


is the first with whom I will deal, because 
he said something which I do not know 
whether he wished to be personally offen- 
sive or not, but which undoubtedly was. 
‘He said that I gave misleading answers 
to him. If misleading means that when 
he proves that black is white, and asks 
me to agree with him, and I say I cannot 

if that is misleading, then I admit that 
my answers are so. The hon. Member 
began by attributing misconduct to all 


the officers connected with horse-buying, | 


and when asked to justify their miscon- 
duct he said he meant that they did not 
know a horse when they saw one. I am 
bound to say that “misconduct” is not 
a right word to suit the occasion, and it 


is not one which would justify me in | 
taking serious notice of what he says. | 
There is only one point which he made, | 


and which I[ think should be noticed in 
some way, and that is the question of the 
holding by certain members of the Re- 
mount Department of shares in Messrs. 
Houlder Brothers. With regard to Major 


Peters he is said to have held shares in | 


Houlder Brothers’ ships some time before 
the war. Whether he holds them now or 
not Ido not know, but he has been asked 
for some explanation of his acquaintance 
with that firm. General Truman is 
brought in by the hon. Member for West 
Nottingham, and he alluded to him as if 
he'was interested in giving these con- 
tracts to the extent of hundreds of 
thousands of pounds by the shares he 
has in that company. His connection 
with that company was that he held a 
total value of £35 of their capital, and he 


had a nephew connected with the 
company as a clerk in their office. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: If the noble 


lord will pay one shilling at Somerset 
House, he will find there that General 
Truman has five sharesin his own name. 


There are, I believe, fourteen ordinary | 
| tions were made in South Africa, so that 


and thirty-five preference shares held by 
General Truman and Mr. Matthew 
Truman. 


from the Government point of view by 
the fact that he holds even £400 in that 
company ? I put the honour of British 
Generals higher than that. I would 
trust Generals with far larger sums in 
companies and yet believe them. | 
quite admit that the hon. Member for 
Northampton would not agree that 
they would do their best, not for their 
_own pocket, but for the country they 
_are serving. The hon. Member for 
Northampton went into the question of 
the meat contract. When it comes to 
| bringing that forward asa stick with 
which to beat the dog I confess that 
I see at once how very few are the sticks 
they have in their bundle. I will go 
into this meat contract with the hon. 
Member because it was one of the few 
meat contracts which were made since 
I came into my present position, and 
which I myself was the first to recom- 
mend to my right hon. friend. The 
hon. Gentleman first of all said, “ You 


have not fair competition.” Why? 
Because after asking competition we 
settle that we can only take such 


tenders as would include the whole of 
the distribution. The hon. Member says 
that we made no provision whatever 
for that distribution, and therefore we 
were obliged to take the contract. The 
hon. Gentleman contradicted himself, 
because a little later he abuses the 
Government, or rather the Army 
officials in South Africa, for not taking 
steps on their own account to secure 
cold storage plates throughout the 
country. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE:: After. 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir; not after, 
but before. Colonel Morgan was sent 
home specially to advise on this parti- 
cular contract, and meanwhile prepara- 


if the difference between the meat 


landed at Cape Town and the cost of 


Lorp STANLEY :*I am told that his | 


total holding is £35, but I will grant him 


he likes. Will the hon. Member have 
Lord Stanley. 


that meat as distributed throughout the 
country was very large, we should be in 


|a position to say, “ We will take the 
that it was £200, £300, £400, or £500 if | 


meat at Cape Town and distribute it 
ourselves.’ Every possible preparation. 
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had been made for taking that alter- | 
native, but when it came to the inquiry 

into prices and going into the question 

whether or not we should do our, 
own distribution, we found that we, 
could not do it cheaper, and we might 

not have been able to do it so cheap. 

The company were ready to under- 

take deliv.ry to the troops as we 

might require, and as Colonel Morgan 

hs more knowledge of what is 

required in South Africa, it was on his 

definite recommendation that we accepted 

the contract which involved the distribu- 

tion by the company to the troops in 

South Africa. If there had been a very 

great difference between the two prices, 

we were absolutely prepared to carry out 

the werk of the delivery ourselves, and | 
I may as well tell the hon. Member, as he 

is so very bitter against Mr. Bergl, that 

t' t gentleman was almost the cheapest 

n. 1 delivering meat at Cape Town; and 
in either case Mr, Bergl was the man we 
would have employed. The hon. Member 
says there was collusion. There are three 
companies, all of which he abuses, and 
he gives us to understand that if he had 
had a preference he would have taken 
the most expensive. 


Mr. 
that. 


LABOUCHERE: I did not say 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
says we have done nothing but get done 
in the contracts we have made. The 
hon. Member said there was collusion, 
therefore the inference is that we were 
done by both of them, and that we ought 
to have gone to the other by preference. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: He was in the 
Cold Storage, too. 


Lorp STANLEY: Mr. Weil has not 
made the heavy profit he expected to 
make. He has gone into this contract 
at a lower price than he himself was 
prepared to tender for. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Hear, hear. 

Lorp STANLEY : We have taken the 
cheapest price. Now I will tell the hon. 
Membher—for he has made every sort of 
insinuation about the formation of this 
company—that there are three stages in 
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‘is sufficient, 
| sufficient standing to carry out the con- 
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this company. At first Mr. Bergl 
tenders, and says that he has not the 
capital himself, but that he wili be able 
to find a syndicate to work the contract. 
He produces guarantors, and says that 
they will guarantee that he will produce 
this syndicate as soon as we accept his 
tender. We call on the guarantors to 
guarantee that the syndicate will be 
formed. This syndicate is then formed, 
and we have to examine into their power 
and their capability of carrying out the 
contract. ‘hen, and then only, do we 
assign to them the contract which other- 
wise we should have held Bergl to. The 
hon. Member isalways casting aspersions 
against the religion, perhaps the race, 
and perhaps the morality, of those people 
who are carrying out our contract. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not know 
their religion. I do not know if they 
have got any religion. 


Lorp STANLEY: But there have 
been references to Jerusalem, from which 
it may be inferred. There have been 
references to race. and perhaps | may be 
justified in saying I do not mind what 
their religion is, nor what their morality 
is. [Cries of “Oh!”] Their personal 
morality is nothing to me, any more than 
the personal morality of the hon. Gentle- 
man who asked the question. Neither 
has it got anything to do with meat. I 
want to know that the money they have 
and that they are of 


tract which they have taken to the best 
advantage of those whom it is our busi- 
ness to serve. We have got to consider 
the State as regards economy ; we have 
got to consider the soldier so far as 
quality is concerned. [| believe that by 
accepting this company’s contract we 
have secured economy, and it will be our 


fault if we do not secure from this 

company proper quality of food. 
Various other references were made 

to the contract, but the most 


amusing proposition was that which was 
put forward by the hon. and learned 
Member for the Dumfries Burghs. Iam 
not sure whether he is one of the party 
that preaches efficiency, but he, at all 
events, preaches business-like habits at the 


| War Office. The War Office is always to 
| be a business-like establishment. How 


O 
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does he propose to do it? He proposes | inspectors of remounts in South Africa, 


that we shall withdraw twenty-five of our | 


officials to work upthe casefor the inquiry, 
and substitute for them men brought 
from the outside. In other words, that 
is the business-like proposition of a busi- 
ness-like man, When you are working at 
the highest pressure you possibly can, 
you should withdraw those men who 
know the work and who can carry it out 
and put other gentlemen in their place, 
who do not know the work and who 
probably would not carry it out. 


Sir ROBERT REID  (Duniries 
Burghs): I said nothing about providing 
gentlemen or anything like it. What I 
said was—I cannot pledge myself to 
the actual words, but the substance was 
this—that for a Committee sitting two 
days a week one or two men might be 
required, and if you wanted extra 
assistance you might get two, three, 
four, five, or ten extra hands to do 
their work in the meantime, but to say 
that this Committee sitting two days a 
week is going to distract and paralyse 
the War Office is an absurdity. 


Lorp STANLEY: I apologise to the 
hon. and learned Gentleman if I have in 
any way misunderstood the number he 
proposes. But the proposition remains 
that the head of the Department shall be 
withdrawn, and that you shall bring in 
somebody who will do his work. My 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 


for War points out that in connection , 


with the Committee of 1886, the head 
officials were kept almost so to speak in 
a state of suspense for ten or twelve weeks 
while the inquiry was going on. At the 
present moment, there is not a single man 
in the Office whocan be spared. ‘There is 
no cessation of work, and there will be no 
cessation while the war lasts. We are 
not going to relax a single effort of any 


sort, and still less are we going to relax | 


in the way of withdrawing those whom 
we trust to put in their place those of 
whom we have no earthly knowledge. 


The hon. Member for the South 
Molton Division said that we wanted 
only to bring back a few people. 


Colonel Hunt, who is in Australia, and 
Colonel William, who is in Hungary, 


are two of the gentleman he wanted | 
back. Colonel Hobham is one of the 


Lord Stanley. 


and Colonel De Burgh is one of the 
finest gentlemen we have in America, 
These also are gentlemen we are to 
bring back. We must go on buying 
remounts all the same, but we are asked 
for heaven’s sake to bring back these 
men, so that a Committee of the House 
may inquire. With regard to all these 
questions of contract, of course we have 
paid high. Do not let me deny that for 
one minute. When you are in a time of 
war and a time of strain, when the 
supply is not equal to the demand, you 
will always be made to pay by people 
who say, “Take it or leave it.” There 
is a great responsibility, undoubtedly, in 
taking it at an advanced price, but there 
is a far greater responsibility, and one 
that I for one would never be a party 
to accepting, in leaving it, when leay- 
ing it may mean disaster or discredit. 
The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division pointed out that we ought to 
have got better horses and better guns. 
Well, | notice that hon. Members are 
always talking of the poor Boer 
farmer pursued by the brutal British 
soldier, but when it comes to the brutal 
British soldier being pursued by the poor 
Boer farmer, they are almost more 
anxious than anybody else to supply the 
horses. The hon. Member for the College 
Green Division of Dublin said the other 
day, with a certain amount of nairvté, 
“ When there is anything going, we like 
to have a little bit of it.” And what 
does the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division turn to? He turns to the 
horse question; he turns to one par- 
ticular contract, and upon that he 
proceeds to try and condemn the whole 
of the War Office. Sir, you cannot have 
it both ways, with your Hungarian 
horses ; you cannot quote out of Colonel 
Birkbeck’s Report everything that suits 
you, and leave out everything that does 
not suit you. But take the one contract 
that the hon. Member has referred to. 
Let us grant, as he says, that money has 
been made out of it. What was the 
result? Did we or did we not get horses 
that were fit for our requirements! 
Let us grant that in this particular case 
money was made by the middleman. 
But Colonel Birkbeck in his Report, 
speaking of these very horses, says, 
‘‘ Hungarians are well spoken of by the 
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Yeomanry.” These horses were not the 
bad horses that hon. Members have tried 
to prove. They are said to be “flat- 
catchers,” and hon. Members in some 
parts of the House seem to have a 
very indistinct idea of what a_ flat- 
catcher is. The expression was used by 
Lord Kitchener, and he must have had 
some sort of racing instinct in using the 
term, because a flat-catcher is just the 
one particular kind of horse that no 
buyer will ever tell to be a bad horse, 
and it must be by experience alone that 
it can be proved. Everybody admits 
that these horses were very good-looking 
horses ; they looked, as some Members 
have said, ‘‘ just the thing ;” and from 
my experience out in South Africa as 
well as at home, I say that these horses 
were nothing like as black as it has 
suited certain hon. Members to paint 
them. 


Only one word in conclusion. There 
seems to be some doubt in the minds 
of hon. Members as to whether my 
right hon. friend and—if I may say 
so—myself too, are genuine in our wish 
to have a thorough inquiry into this 
matter. Now, Sir, I can only speak for 
myself, but I am bound to say that I am 
getting a little tired of coming down 
every morning and wondering whether I 
aia supposed to be in collusion with a 
fraudulent meat contractor or a swindling 
horse-dealer. [An Hon. MEMBER: No- 
body ever suggested such a thing.] I 
speak somewhat feelingly on this point ; 
it does not come, so far as I am con- 
cerned, between me and my rest, but | 
speak also for those whom it does hurt, 
for those whose professional reputation is 
at stake, who see their names bandied 
about, never as less than fools, and 
generally with the accompaniment of 
a swindler as well. These men have 
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got their mouths closed ; they are work- | 


ing, some of them at times when there 


is absolutely no compulsion on them to_ 
do so; they have done their best, under 


very trying circumstances, and they have 
had nothing from that side of the House 
but abuse and calumny. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): Then grant the inquiry, and 
clear them, 
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Lorp STANLEY: Speaking some 
time ago at Liverpool—(here I must 
make a personal explanation) — I 


alluded to the ex-Prime Minister, and 
I used some forcible expressions as 
to what he had said. Now, there is 
nobody in the world against whom I 
would have greater hesitation in making 
any insinuation or accusation than Lord 
Rosebery, and [| had not the smallest in- 
tention of coupling him with the general 
insinuations that | made, or with any 
of that general sort of criticism—* Will- 
ing to wound, and yet afraid to strike "— 
that has been so prevalent among those 
who have been, popularly at all events, 
considered part and parcel of the Party 
to which he belongs. Sir, when this 
war is over, let us have the inquiry. 
Let it be absolutely as searching as ever 
it can be. If we find a man who has 
made a mistake for the first time, his 
case will, of course, be at all events, 
favourably considered. But as to the 
man who is guilty of fraud, if there is 
such a man to be found, I, speaking for 
myself, have no wish, nor has anybody 
connected with the War Office or the 
Army generally, any wish to see him 
in any way shielded. With such a man 
I would be absolutely merciless, because 
such a man brings a discredit and a 
taint on the whole of the Army. When 
the war is concluded, when men are tried 
— for that will be the effect of it—for their 
professional lives, let them be able to 
bring forward, in any case where accusa- 
tions are brought against them, all the 
evidence that they may wish. You talk 
about trying them here, now, and then 
letting the thing stand over until, on the 
conclusion of the war, other witnesses 
may come from South Africa. Think of 
the months of suspense these men 
may be under, living with reputation 
shattered, apparently, by accusations 
made hereat home, which the testimony 
of one man who cannot be spared from 
South Africa would be sufficient tc refute ! 


Sir, there must be a full inquiry, a 
complete inquiry, at which every man 
whom you accuse or suspect shall be 
brought to the Bar, and at which the 
fullest and amplest testimony shall be 
given. You may find that there have 
been mistakes, but I will stake my life 
that you will not find that there has 


| been fraud, 


O02 
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case for inquiry ; nobody is more anxious 
than the Secretary of State for War and 
the noble Lord that there should be a 
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(5.56.) Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth- 
shire, W.): In his opening remarks the 
noble Lord made some attempt to 
answer in detail the case that has|complete and full inquiry; but—the 
been made out against the War /|time is not opportune! They tell us 
Office; but unfortunately, as he went | that if there is an inquiry now, it will 
on, he got into the method of the Secre-| hinder the operations in the field, and 
tary of State for War, and seemed to, will so harass the work of the civil 
consider that he had sufficiently answered | officials that Lord Kitchener will he 





the case when he described many hon. 
Members on this side of the House as | 

“ pro-Boers.” The noble Lord, at any | 
rate, was not as violent in his attack as 
the Secretary of State for War. I regret | 
that in my observations | shall have to 


point out that the right hon. Gentleman | 


has, by implication, made a charge 


against the Leader of the Opposition | 
which, it ought to be within his know-_| 


unfounded. The 


ledge, is absolutely 
Secretary of State for War said last 
night, amidst the cheers of hon. Mem- 
bers behind him— 

“When [ remember the circumstances under 
which the Leader of the Opposition left office 
in 1895.” 

He referred to the debate upon cordite, 
in the division upon which the Liberal 
Party was beaten, and he implied that 
the Leader of the Opposition had left the 
country insufficiently supplied with 
cordite when he went out of office in 
1895. Now, the last order for cordite 


which was given before the right hon. | 


Gentleman went out of office was in 
October, 
tary of State for War did not give the 
trade a new order for cordite till the 
month of February, 1899. More than 
three and a half years after the present 
Secretary of State for War 
office, he was content to go on with the 
supplies of cordite provided by the Leader 
of the Opposition. And, with that fact 
within his knowledge, he ventures to 
come down to this House and to win 


the cheap cheers of his supporters 


behind him by referring to “ the cireum- | 


stances under which the Leader of 
the Opposition left office in 1895.”" That 
statement of the Secretary of State for 
War is, as I am going to venture to 
show the House, characteristic 
whole attitude of evasion and conceal- 


ment which has been adopted by the | 


War Office in relation to contracts. 
What is the position which is taken 
up now? It is admitted that there is a 


1894 ; and the incoming Secre- | 


came into | 


' this Committee in July, 1901. 


of the} 


| seriously hampered. If that defence 
were true, 1 admit that it would be a 
| perfect defence to the claim made by the 
Opposition. But, w hen such a defenceas 
that is raised, we have to look to the 
‘antecedents of those who raise it, and 
when we find that on every occasion 
they have burked inquiry, that they 
have refused information — aye, even 
further, that they have been made by 
their officials the mouthpiece of state- 
ments which I shall show were in 
direct contradictien to the facts—when 
I show that in the first instance, I am 
entitled to say that we must look with 
doubt upon this defence. When I show 
further that all experience is against the 
merits of the defence, I shall then sub 
mit to the House that there is no reason 
made out why we should not have that 
free and full inquiry instantly, when it 
can be of value, and prevent a continu- 
ance of these abuses. 

Now, I regret that I must trouble the 
House a little in detail. I am going to 
refer to the appointment of the Truman 
Court of Inquiry, instituted in February 
of this year, admittedly as the result of 
a debate in this House. Attention 
was Called to the subject matter of that 
debate as early as June of last year. A 
Committee was then appointed, and 
General Truman was examined before 
General 
Truman before that Committee gave this 
evidence— 

“The demands froin South Africa being very 
large, I thought it would be a good thing to 
iry some of the Hungarian horses.” 

He was then asked— 

“It was your idea to enlarge the field of 
supply?” 
and the General replied 


and we had very good reports of 


“ Exactly, 


them.” 
Referring to “flat catchers,” General 
Iruman was asked— 

“Would it be fair to say tha; Lord 


Kitchener's remark as to ‘ flat catchers’ could 
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be taken as in any way a judgment upon 
them, ur was it only a casual remark ?’ 

To that question General Truman re- 
plied— 


“Only an incidental remark.” 


And again, questioned as to the quality | 


of the horses, General Truman said he 
did not think the horses failed as 
compared with other horses. _ All those 
statements were made in July, 1901, 
and made to the knowledge of the 
Secretary of State. What was General 
Truman’s official information at that 
time? It was perfectly staggering 
when you read it side by side with what 
was then said. Colonel Birkbeck’s Re- 
port of the 22nd Detember, 1900, says— 
“Hungarians!: Showy little horses, full of 
quality, but have done very badly and are uni- 
versally condemned as flat-catchers.” 
General Truman telegraphed to the 
General Officer Commanding at the Cape 
on the 13th December, 1900 :— 


“How do Hungarian horses compare with 
others, especially African bred ; wou d you like 
te have some more of the former ?” 
and the reply came back— 

“Hungarian horses condemned as_flat- 
catchers, comparing badly with African bred. 
Canadian, American, Irish, and Australian 
cobs preferred.” 

That is the incidental remark that they 
were “flat-catchers.” And what did 
General Truman do with this considered 
condemnation and request for no more 
Hungarians before him? He forthwith, in 
January 1901, gave a contract to Hauser 
for 5,346 horses, which were largely 
bought by Hauser at £8 and sold to 
this Government at £20 apiece. That 
was done in January, 1901. All this was 
brought to the knowledge of the noble 
Lord in July, 1901, and it remained 
locked up in his bosom for seven months. 
It was not until the debate on this 
subject in February of this year brought 
those transactions into prominence, that 
the Secretary of State for War found it 
necessary to call upon General Truman to 
resign. After that, are we not entitled 
to say that the War Office have not taken 
the public into their confidence, but that 
when the public have forced their way 
to the truth, the War Office then, and 
then only, acted as business men andmen 
of common sense. 

Now I pass on to the next case of 
mingled incompetence and concealment, 
that of the supply of Australian horses. 
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A Question was asked in this House as 
| to whether Mr. Bergl had supplied horses 
from Queensland to the War Office, and 
the Secretary of State for War replied 
| to that in January, 1902— 
‘* Mr. Berg] offered horses to Colonel Hunt, 
, but the offer was not accepted.” 
Now was that answer an intentional 
evasion, or had the Secretary of State 
been deliberately misinformed! When 
the statement was made that Bergl had 
offered horses to Colonel Hunt and that 
his offer was refused, was it intended to 
convey that Bergl had offered horses to 
‘other officers, who had not refused his 
offer? I have a letter here signed by 
/an eye-witness, whose name I shall be 
/happy to give to the Committee of In- 
quiry, and whois willing to give evidence 
before that Committee. That letter says— 
“T was at Bowen, North Queensland, from 
the 20th to the 27th October, 1901, inclusive. 
While I was there, horses were being put for- 
ward before the Imperial Officer and his 
veterinary surgeon. On the 25th, 26th, and 
27th of October my business was practically 
finished, and [ was present for several hours 
on the ground where the horses were being 
passed, and saw Mr. C. W. Murray and Mr. 
C. J. Marshall, both officials of Bers, Au-tra- 
lia, Limited, engaged in submitting horses for 
the approval of the Imperial Officer and his 
veterinary surgeon, and a great many were 
accepted by these officers on account of the 
Imperial Government.” 
Here is a direct statement of an eye- 
_ Witness that he saw horses sold by Bergl 
to Imperial Officers and shipped from 
‘Queensland to South Africa. It was 
denied that Bergl had offered horses 
to Colonel Hunt. What was the 
‘motive for the denial? These horses the 
‘same eye-witness declared to be un- 
broken horses, to be unfit and unrideable 
by a white man, and that nobody but 
biack men could be found to ride them. 
'The Secretary of State has said that no 
/unbroken horses have been purchased 
by the Government. It would be very 
_ strange, butif broken horses were bought 
‘they must have gone wild on the voyage, 
_because there is the testimony of the 
General Officer Commanding at the Cape 
of their condition when supplied to him. 
He said— 
“Many quite untrained and unbroken Aus- 
| tralian cavalry horses and artillery horses ex 
“Laughton Grange,” 4 E 
And later there is Lord Kitchener's 
verdict— 
“ Austrahan 
selected.” 
There is another remarkable thing about 


horses are especially badly 
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these Australian horses. If the report| *Lorp STANLEY: Yes, it is an inn 
of Colonel Birkbeck is read with care, it | sinuation I object to. 

will be noticed that the Australian horses | 

are condemned while the walers are} *Mrk. MCKENNA: That is a very 
excellent. ‘the Australian horses are remarkable contradiction. In the Report 
those bought in Australia by our re- | 


|of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
mount officers there; the walers are /|it is specifically stated that one of the 
Australian horses purchased in India by | agents of the British Government was 
the remount officer there. [An How. | receiving a secret commission, and if a 
Memper: Walers are bought in Aus- secret commission is not a corrupt com- 
tralia.} Quite so, but I am referring | mission the phraseology of the War 
particularly to the walers mentioned in Office has a new meaning. | state what 
Colonel Birkbeck’s Report, which were |I state on the authority of the Comp- 
bought in India. We shall be told that troller and Auditor General. 
a Court of Inquiry is being held, but that Die es 9s 
inquiry is secret. This is a matter, to, Lorp STANLEY : The Papers will be 
put it on the lowest ground, in which fully dealt with by the Public Accounts 
the taxpayers are interested, and we Committee. The hon. Member has 
are to know nothing about that Court insinuated that the officer employed by 
of Inquiry. It may suffice to white- | us in Spain is guilty of corruption. That 
wash, it may find a scapegoat, but it |1s mot the case. W hat is stated by the 
will not bring home to the incom- Comptroller and Auditor General is this. 
petent parties, be they Ministers, An officer went to Spain. He was not 
officials, or agents, the full responsibility able, of course, to go about and buy 
for neglect or abuse of duty. It cannot single mules. He therefore employed a 
satisfy the public that the facts have local man to get mules together. He 
been investigated in such a way that we gave this man, perfectly legitimately, a 
shall be guaranteed against similar events certain commission, but he discovered 
in future. There is a darker side to the that this man was also trying to get a 
subject of the supply of horses. It is not commission from those from whom he 
only incompetency that has to be con- was collecting mules and he stopped it 
sidered, it isactual corruption ; and here immediately. For the hon. Member to 
would ask the House to observe that insinuate that that isa case of corrup- 
every detail of evidence on the subject tion on the part of a British officer is as 
of corruption has been denied us, and it false as it is malicious. 
has been only incidentally and by a side 
wind that we have been able toknow *Mr. MCKENNA: The noble Lord has 
that wide-spread corruption has existed made a most extraordinary statement. 
in the purchase of horses in almost every [ made the allegation that a secret 
quarter of the globe. We have had it ad- commission was paid to an agent of the 
mitted with regard to Ireland. Will the British Government. I never suggested 
noble Lord read the Papers on the Irish that it was a British officer, because | 
case ! They will disclose remarkable facts. used the words used by the Comptroller 
I asked the noble Lord to let us have and Auditor General, and my informa- 
particulars with regard to Spain. Iwas tion was solely derived from the words 
asked to postpone my Question, and when used in that Report. How much better 
I postponed it I was told that the matter would it have been if the noble Lord, 
would be investigated by the Public Ac- | instead of making false and baseless 
counts Committee, charges of this sort now, had given the 
‘information for which I asked ten days 
Lorp STANLEY: There is absolutely | #8? Had he given an answer then instead 
nothing on which corruption can be of making across the floor of the House a 


al.eged against the officer who purchased | belated statement, possibly incomplete— 


i Spam. Lorp STANLEY: Iam not making a 
false and baseless charge. What I am 

*MR. MCKENNA: Doesthe noble Lord | endeavouring to do is to nail to the 
deny it? counter a malicious insinuation. 


Mr. McKenna. 
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*Mr. M‘KENNA: It is useless to 
bandy words with the noble Lord except 
to explain that what he calls an insinua- 
tion Was not an insinuation at all, and 
that his suggestion of malice was also 
false. Now another case in which we 
have had corruption besides Spain 
is that of the United States, and once 
more we have the evidence of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General that 
there is corruption in South Africa. 
§o that in five different countries, 
inluding - Hungary, we have it 
admitted, corruption existed, and so 
far as we know still exists. Now I pass 
toanother branch of War Office work— 
the work of transport. I will not go 
into the question of incompetence in 
dealing with transport ; my statement is 
that the defence raised by the War Office 
isa defence upon which we cannot rely. 
I will not refer to the fact that we have 
paid demurrage on ships, carrying forage 
and coal, chartered by the War Office to 
an amount of no less than £385,000, and 
the demurrage paid by the Admiralty in 
regard to ships they chartered only 
£80,000. As I understand, the greater 
part of those stores have been carried 
by the Admiralty, and all that is necessary 
is to compare those figures. I go to the 
extraordinary case raised by my hon. 
friend near me as to the transport rate 
for horses from Australia. There has 
been no word of reply by the Secretary 
of State or the noble Lord or any other 
Gentleman to the case raised by him as 
to Messrs. Houlder’s charges of £16 and 
£18 per horse in 1900 and £18 a horse 
in 1901 for carriage from Australia to 
South Africa. At this time other 
shipowners were carrying horses at from 
{i to £8. A shipowner in the year 
1900-1 carried roughly 20,000 horses 
irom Australia to South Africa at from 
£6 10s. to £8 a horse; of these, 5,000 
for General Baden-Powell’s Police were 
carried at £8. and the rest, for specula- 
tors in South Africa, at £6 10s. Now here 
we find speculators can go into the open 
market and get 15,000 horses carried 
for £6 10s. a horse; and General Baden- 


Powell 5,000 horses at £8 a horse, 
and yet the War Office have to 
Pay £18. The Secretary of State 


for War has been questioned on 


this matter, and the information he | 


|for all in the War Office. 


vouchsafed in reply is— 
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“The information at my disposal does not 
bear out the statement that other firms were 
shpiping horses from Australia to South 
Africa at £8 a head.” 


The whole world hadgot the information 
the WarOffice had not. Do you want to 
know the names of theships? They are the 
“TInduna,” ‘“ George Pyman,” and the 
“‘Dunbar.”’ The names of the contractors 
areall to be had. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
“Didthe contractors find the forage ?’’| 
In all cases the contractors found the 
forage, but, if the hon. Gentleman cares to 
know, the forage would not come to £1 
a horse. I would not bring before the 
House any illustration or statement for 
which I had not personal testimony, 
or a public document that I could 
quote. Since the beginning of the war 
£37,500,000 had been spent on the two 
items of transport by the War Office and 
remounts purchased by the War Office. 
At least ten of these £37,500,000 had gone 
in overpayments to contractors. Two- 
thirds of the extra income tax this yearhad 
gone to line the greedy pockets of exorbi- 
tant contractors, all on account of either 
the ignorance of the War Office or its 
unwillingness to probe these facts to the 
bottom. We have seen in the cases I 
have given how the Government has 
been unwilling to admit the facts, and 
how they have refused to give the in- 
formation demanded, and how, in the 
official replies that have been put 
into their mouths, they have been 
allowed to give facts which are the 
reverse of truth. Sir, the experience 
of the War Office Contracts Com- 
mittee in 1900 warrants the assertion 
that an inquiry does not hamper the 
conduct of the war. Under those cireum- 
stances I think our case for an inquiry 
is fully made out. I am satisfied the 
public will agree with us, that no 
reason has been shown for not granting 
this inquiry. As a commercial people, 
the country has a reputation for capa- 
city and honesty. It is the duty of 


the House to maintain that reputation, 
to see that all the facts relating to these 
contracts are brought into the light of 
day, that there shall be no charter of 
indemnity to wrong-doers, and that a 
clean slate shall be insisted upon once 
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(6.25.) Lorp BALCARRES: There are 
two questions to look at in this Motion. 
One is the causes which are alleged for this 
Motion brought forward by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
Opposition, and the other is 
far wider character. 
for the Scotland Division made a 
brilliant and witty speech, in the course 
of which he frankly admitted to the 


of 


a 


House that he had opposed the war | 


root and branch. He and his friends 


around him, fifty per cent. of whom will | 


trudge through the Lobby after the 


Leader of the Opposition had not only 


denounced the war, but had shown 
their exultation at our defeats at every 
opportunity. This is nothing more than 
a Parliamentary case, brought forward 
not to improve our system or method 
of warfare, but with the sole object 
of injuring the Government. The country 
is not much interested in their 
polemics as in the active prosecution of 
the war, and protest against the type 
of criticism to which the Government is 


so 


being subjected. It is petty, small, | 
microscopical. One hon. Member gave 


statistics as to the birth-place of London 
omnibus horses ; the hon. Member for 
Northampton told us the investments 
of General Truman’s _ stepson-in-law ; 
and the Leader of the Opposition 
quarrelled with the Government because 
in one clause of their meat contract 
they had used the word “ refrigerated ” 
instead of “‘frozen.” If we are to 
devote two days to the discussion of 
these questions, let us be dealt 
with in a 
I think we are in danger—and the War 
Office is not exempt from that danger 
—of going too much into detail, and I 
recommend the right hon. Gentleman 
to direct some of his subordinates to give 
a little less attention to buttons and gold 


lace and give more attention to equip- | 


ment. Ina Paper recently returned to 


Parliament were fifty-two complicated | 
questions which had been asked of the | 


Remounts officers. I think those men 


would be better employed in looking | 


after the horses than answering questions 
which most of us do not understand. 
Perhaps the smallest and the meanest 
thing connected with the whole question 
of contracts has been the introduc- 


tion of the affidavit of the Hungarian 


{COMMONS} 


the | 


The hon. Member | 


broad-minded way, and | 
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waiter, which represents merely the spleen. 
of a disappointed contractor, and is 
crammed full of falsehoods charging the- 
officer in question with having received 
free cigars, when it is well known the 
officer in question never touched tobacco. 
in his life. There was one passage in 
a speech of moody grandilequence 
where the sworn affidavit of this Hun- 
garian was deliberately preferred to the 
unsworn word of a British officer. The 
allegation was promptly denied, but 
there has been no apology or-withdrawal, 
and there are Members on this side of 
the House who will thwart the right 
hon. Gentleman in every possible diree- 
tion if he gives way in any degree on 
this question, because we will not allow 
such insults to be levelled at British 
officers. 


It is around this Remourt question, 
of course, that this controversy largely 
rages. The Hausers and Hartigans 
are the ignoble parasites which are 
spontaneously bred wherever money 
passes from hand to hand, more especi- 
ally when that money has relation to 
horses. Wherever you buy horses in a 
hurry you find this breed which exists, 
and will exist, and which, I believe, must 
exist. But 1 am glad they have been 
exposed by the Committee appointed by 
the Government. But the best way of 
judging this matter is by the apprecia- 
tion of our soldiers, who are not only 
the chief sufferers but the first sufferers, 
‘I have seen many of my friends and. 
relations from the Front, who say they 
have nothing to complain of with regard. 
to our transport. They tell me that in 
no campaign have the material comforts 
of the troops been more carefully pro- 
vided and more effectively distributed! 
than in this war. And if you compare: 
| the transport in this war with the trans- 
port of other wars and the money spent, 
it will come favourably out of the com- 
parison. It is simply grotesque to 
compare it with the Crimean wat. 
The foremost man in the trenches at 
Balaclava was only six miles from the 
harbour, protected absolutely by the fleets 
_ of the allied nations. That is the distance 
| from the Tower of London to Kensington 
| Palace, and you could walk it in the time 
| occupied by the speech of the hon. Mem- 
| ber for the Scotland Division. [In spite’ 


‘of that, our troops were starved with cold 
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and hunger ; they could see the ships in 


{18 Marcu 1902} 


the harbour, but precious little use the | 


ships were to them. When the Brigade 
of Guards found themselves using wisps 
of hay for boots, they gladly heard that a 
fresh consignment of boots had been sent 
by friends at home, but when those boots 
were unloaded at the harbour it was found 
that the 4,000 pairs of boots consisted of 
8,000 boots fitting only the left foot. 
Quote an example of that kind in the 
present case! It is impossible to do it. 
Take the case of the first Egyptian war. 
There our men were in touch with the 
grand waterway. In Egypt alone of all 
countries can a general possess such a 
thing asa mobile waterway. But I should 
like, if the House will allow me, to refer 
to certain campaigns which have taken 
place since 1885, when the Government 
responsible for the war in South Africa 
came into office. Take Abyssinia—the 
African campaign of Italy, which culmin- 
ated in the disaster at Adowa. Mistakes 
must be made ; nobody, even the Leader 
ot Opposition, will deny it; and if I can 
show that mistakes occur everywhere | 
shall at least show that the Government 
suffer from disabilities which are shared 
by others. In this particular campaign 
the whole of the equipment contracts for 
the troops were so extraordinarily mis- 
managed that, after the publication of the 
telegrams showing the intrigues between 
gentlemen against statesmen and states- 
men against gentlemen, the whole cam- 
paign became so unpopular in the country 
that reinforcements had to be sent out by 
night for fear of popular demonstrations. 
Take the case of Madagascar. Fifteen 
thousand men were sent out to conquer 
the island during the time the last Govern- 
ment were in power. In 1895 the War 
Office in France publicly accused the 
Admiralty and the Colonial Department 
of incompetence in its management of the 
transport contracts. The Admiralty and 


Colonial Department retaliated by saying | 


it was the fault of the War Office. Mean- 
while, Great Britain found the transport. 
I cannot ascertain the exact number of 
men killed in action during that war ; | 
think it was twelve or thirteen. Owing, 
however, to the absolute breakdown of 
the contract system and the medical 
service, Whereas a mere handful of men 


died in fighting the enemy, hundreds of ‘ounce of gunpowder ? 


men lost their lives because it was im- 
possible to bring up medical assistance. 


The war lasted for years, and the island | gravamen of 
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has only just recently been pacified. I 
will not refer to the question of Holland, 
or other cases that | might mention. Let 
me come to the most prominent campaign 
which has been conducted during the last 
five years—that between America and 
Spain. There was an outbreak of dysen- 
tery and typhoid in American territory 
—not in Cuba—which was such as prac- 
tically to paralyse the whole energy of 
the American Departments. It was not 
through lack of money or parsimony. I 
believe they spent about £90,000,000 
during the first year of the war. It was 
through sheer carelessness and incom- 
petence in their system of contracts. 
Similarly with transport. I remember 
meeting at San Francisco an American 
officer whose regiment was waiting to go 
to the Philippines, but who had been kept 
watching daily, weekly, and monthly, 
the entrance to the Golden Port, for five 
whole months before the transport could 
be found in which to carry the troops. 
Then one word about Spain—the grossest 
example of all. In spite of their mar- 
vellous transport achievement—in many 
ways far more wonderful than anything 
we have ever done—they found them- 
selves in Cuba with 250,000 men 
absolutely impotent, because their 
contract system of supplying the troops 
with ammunition and so forth had 
absolute!y and entirely broken down. 
There is a small and indolent island 
far away in the Pacific Ocean, remote- 
from telegraph lines, and very rarely 
visited by steamers. One afternoon 
an American warship came bustling 
up and fired a couple of shells at 
‘the Spanish fort which nestles by the 
harbour in a little grove of palin trees. 
The shells went wide of the mark, and 
probably did more damage tothe Hinter- 
land, or perhaps went right over the- 
island. Those on the ship saw that the 
authorities at the fort were signalling to 
them, and they desisted from firing. 
They read the signals, and found that 
the Governor of this fort, with true 
Spanish politeness, was sending a 
message deeply regretting his in- 
ability to respond to the salute of the 
,American warship, because at that 
moment he did not possess a single 
The cases | 
‘have quoted are real scandala—except 
‘that the word is too colourless. The 
the charge in this. 
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-case is scandal. The cases I have quoted by garrulity, by fussiness, or by panic, 


have been most against savages, but 
they are proven charges against the 
capacity as well as the integrity of 
governments, against the probity of 
ministers, and against the honour of 
soldiers. We have no such scandal here. 
There has been only one speech in the de- 
bate which treated this matter in a broad- 
minded manner, and that was the speech 
of the hon. Member on the Nationalist 
Benches—I mean on that side of the 
House. With us it becomes a mere 
question of balance-sheets and percent- 
ages. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition said that our 
prime duty is to protect the taxpayer. 
That is just what our prime duty is not. 
Our prime duty is to finish the war. 
The speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
was not the speech of a great statesman 
impugning a powerful Government, it 
seemed to me more like the speech of a 
Chartered Accountant, reading from a 
badly drawn brief. The Government, 
has, I know, been cheated here and 
there, especially in buying horses. I 
should like to know how many members 
of this House there are—I do not think 
there are more than three, the three 
who understand the purport of this tech- 
nical report for South Africa about 
remounts—who are capable, in times of 
most profound peace, and popular con- 
tent. of going into the open market and 
buying a pair of carriage horses ; where- 
as the Government had, almost at a few 
hours notice, to increase tenfold, or even 
twentyfold, their system of purchasing. 
“Certain members seem to have no other 
objection than to detect these scandals. 
I say that no such scandals have been 
proved here, and when the inquiry does 
take place I should be very much sur 
prised if one per cent. of the charges are 
true. 

I apologise to the House for speak- 
ing at such length; I have never 
before spoken on the war; I have 
never even asked a question on the 
subject; but I think it is time 
one of the silent Members on these 
back Benches spoke his mind. There 
are some score of us here, and we| 
represent many scores of thousands of | 
silent Mem bers beyond these walls ; we say | 
little but we think much, and we watch | 
-closely. Our patriotism is not measured | 


Lord Balearvres. 


and least of all by the scattering of 
baseless accusations. But we are de- 
termined to maintain an_ inflexible 
standard of purity at home, and un- 
flinching activity abroad. We are 
friends of the Government, but | 
warn the right hon. Gentleman against 
giving way in the smallest degree on 
this matter. I do not care what the 
motive underlying this Motion may be; 
in some cases, it is personal animosity, 
in others, it is a distorted sense of 
proportion, and in yet others it is, if I 
may say so, sheer smallness of character. 
But the effect of having an inquiry 
next week or next month, whatever may 
be the underlying motive, will be the 
same. I warn the right hon. Gentleman 
against giving way. I warn him 
against doing anything in the way of 
having at the present time inquiries, 
which may impede, prejudice, or delay 
the permanent settlement of the war. 


(6.50.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): I do not know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman intends to give way 
on this Motion, but ifhe has any such 
intention I hope he will not be deterred 
from carrying it into effect by the 
warning just addressed to him by the 
noble Lord opposite. I do not know on 
what foundation the noble Lord made 
the insinuation, but I hope it was well 
founded, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman will show a better sense of 
his duty to the House and the country 
by giving way, if give way he can, 
instead of yielding to the menaces of the 
noble Lord. The noble Lord stated that 
the gravamen of this case was scandal. 
In the few observations | desire to address 
to the House I should say very little 
about scandal. Here I agree with the 
noble Lord; there are bigger and 
broader grounds on which this Motion 
may be defended. But on the question 
of scandal, there was a passage in the 
speech of the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office which filled me with surprise, 
and, indeed, with alarm. The noble 
Lord rejected with contempt the state- 
ment which seems to have been made 
that the purchasing officer in the em- 
ployment of the War Office was himself 
a shareholder in one of the companies 
with which he dealt., He seemed to 
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think it was a sufficient answer to that | mismanagement, extravagance, and fraud. 
io say that this gentleman is a British That is the @ priort assumption. Surely 
oficer — the fact that you may expect from the 

ordinary course of human nature things 
«| do not care what interest he may have had | of this sort to take place ought to be a 
«Ora om dena issufticient that he is | poacon for inquiring whether they have 
—— ‘taken place and to what extent. There 


But that is not a business principle on | has been. discovered in the course of 
shich a great Department ought to be | this session and this debate special 
onducted. I do not say a word against | questions which call for immediate in- 
the British officer in question, because 1 UITY- I am not going into them, for 
do not know who he was; I do not | they have already been gone into in 
yimit there is another standard of considerable detail. There is, however, 
honour applicable to him than that | Pe contract I should like to call atten- 
vhich ought to be enforced against all | tion to on some points which have not 
ificials of His Majesty's Government. | been adverted to—I mean the Bergl con- 


ati ‘» which | ‘tact about which we have heard a great 
at Ido say that the retationship watch | deal from the noble Lord. It appears to 


he accepted with so much honhome ought | me that the House can scarcely grasp the 
not to exist between the head of a. " eas i conn 

Satee Maaeecia eal mts aned. peculiar conditions of this contract. lis 
purchasing Departme , y contract could be inquired into now more 
meting company with which he deals. | fj}. than can ever be the case in the 
There is no representative of the. future. The ink is not yet dry, and 
Admiralty present just now; I wish I 3) the facts are in the possession of the 
could have asked some member of the War Office. It is a case which does call 
Admiralty Board whether the Admiralty, | ¢5) an inquiry 
forinstance, would tolerate for a moment : 
the existence of such a relationship [orp STANLEY: The one person we 
between the director of contracts, let depend upon most of all to help us in 
us say, and a company with which he regard to this contract is Colonel Morgan, 
was doing business, or the director of | and he has returned to South Africa, and 
transport and a company with which he js at the head of the Supply Department. 
might be doing business. I do not : 
admit for a moment that the relation- Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Now 
ship ought to exist, or that it ought to! what are the facts? It is the most amaz- 
be apologised for by a responsible mem- ing contract that I everread. In the first 
ber of the Government in this House. | place, Bergl, the nominal contractor, is 
The First Lord of the Treasury sometime | not a principal at all. He is the 
ago appeared to admit that it would be a agent for several principals, disclosed 
good thing if we could establish a per- or undisclosed. Who are the real 
manent institution in this House by which principals? Colonel Morgan is not 
ve should have a Committee to examine going to tell us anything about that. 
the Estimates of each great Department, in |The principals of Bergl were the pro- 
order to see how far the Government had | moters of the company. JBergl was a 
carried out the mandate conveyed to | nominal contractor or agent of the pro- 
them by this House. I have always been | moters. This company was formed in 
in favour of a permanent Committee to Pretoria after the contract was made. 
which all Estimates ought to go. It! 

: . : ‘ 

ery he a Select Committee which Lorp STANLEY : No. 
ould deal with the drawing up of the | 
Estimates, and would, therefore, have a | 


word to say to the House upon such a Mr. EDMUMD ROBERTSON : Does 
question. In the absence of that per- | the right hon. Gentleman distinguish 
lanent institution, we have a special case | between the registration and the 
ior a special inquiry. Now, what are the | formation of the company in Pretoria ? 
reasons given why it should not be| It was formed in Pretoria with a 
granted now? I find that it has been! Board in London to have full powers 
copiously put forward that there shoyld|to deal with the War Office. The 
be no inquiry because war is war, and you | wisdom of this House for many genera- 
must expect that there will be waste, | tions has been occupied in devising 
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statutory provisions for securing and 
protecting purity in the actions of incor- 
porated companies. I am sure no Govern- 
ment would go out of its way to form 
a contract with a company which tried 
to put itself beyond the reach of those 
precautionary measures. The question | 
want to put is: Does the law at Pretoria 
contain any provisions for protection 
against fraud by promoters, or against 
undisclosed profits by promoters and 
directors? Does the law contain any 
such provisions, and if not, why does the 
Government give this great contract toa 
company which has placed itself beyond 
the pale of English law and beyond those 
protected provisions which we have taken 
such pains to devise for English com- 
panies? I must refer to this peculiarity. 
These promoters were the real principals, 
and are not British subjects or of the 
British race. I do not know what nation- 
ality they are or what religion ; I make 
no attack upon their nationality or their 
religion, but I do say that it is a most 
remarkable thing that in the case of a 
contract open to the whole of British 
trade, the majority of the persons selected 
by the Government should seem to be of 
alien race and origin. These people do 
not form half the population or half the 
traders, and I do not know whether they 
are even of British citizenship. 

Another point is that one of these men 
is Mr. Weil. He is not only one of the 
promoters, acting as the principal of 
Bergl, but he appears also in the capacity 
of a rival contractor tendering against 
Bergl. More than that, he was a partici- 


pany. ‘These arestrange relationships to 
be held by a preferred party in a Govern- 
ment contract with His Majesty’s 
Government. There is another point 
which calls for the attention of the House, 
and it is one of some delicacy, but I think 
it is my duty to advert toit. Among the 
promoters of this company is a hon. 
Member of this House, and I do 
think the question as to how far the 
position held by this hon. Member is 
consistent with his duties to the House 
deserves our attention. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: Which company ?] It is called 
the Imperial Cold Storage Company. 
Let me give the history of this relation- 
ship as it has been developed in very 
candid answers by the noble Lord the 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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.and he replied, * Yes.” 
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Financial Secretary to the War Office. 
On the 10th of February last, after telling 
us about the security by way of guaran- 
tee and deposit which the Government 
insisted upon, he described that security 
as follows :-— 

‘The contract was given to Mr. Bergl con- 
ditionally upon our being satisfied of the ability 
of the company he intended to form to carry 
out our contract. The company will be regis- 
tered at Pretoria with a board here, having 
full powers to deal with the War Office. The 
names given to us in connection with the com- 
pany are as follows :—Bergl, Karl Meyer, 
Messrs. Weil, Mr. Tymms, representing the De 
Beers Company, Messrs. Houlders, Mr, 
Hughes, Mr. Stroyan, M.P., Messrs. Lewis & 
Marks, and Mr. Joel. The Company so f »rmed 
will give ample security,” ete. 

Four days after, this Question was put to 
the noble Lord. He was asked— 

‘* Whether the persons named in connection 
with the formation of a company to carry out 
Mr. Bergl’s contract undertook to procure the 
incorporation of such a company, aud find the 
required capital,” 
and the noble Lord replied, “ Yes.” He 
was also asked 

“ Was it part of the arrangement with Bergl 
that these gentlemen should form the com- 
pany ?” 

What, then, 
does that disclose ? It discloses a num- 
ber of gentlemen who undertake, as part 
of the original contract made with Bergl, 
that they will promote and incorporate 
a company for the purpose of carrying 
out that contract and finding the capital 
for it; and it was part of the whole bar- 
gain with Bergl that these gentlemen 
should do that very thing, and one of 


; ne : \these gentlemen is a Member of this 
pator in the original contracting com- | 


House. Let me recall tothe House what 
are the statutory obligations of hon. 
Members ‘n this respect. In the Act of 
Parliament 22nd George III, ¢ 45, the 
law is laid down, and all that is necessary 


for me to do is to read it. It provides — 


“If anv person being a Member of the 
House of Commons shall directly or indirectly 
himself, or by any other person whatsoever in 
trust for him or for bis use or benefit or on his 


' account, enter into, accept of, avree for, under- 


take or execute any such contrac’, agreement 
or commission as aforesaid, or if any person, 
being a Member of the House of Commons and 


| having already entered into any such contract, 


&e.. shall after the commencement of the next 
session of Parliament continue to hold the 
same. the seat of every such person shall be 


| void.” 
Ido not intend to say how this statute 
bears upon the case in question. | 
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know that this Act of Parliament is one | 
of some difficulty of construction. I 
think, however, that the intention is| 
perfectly obvious. I am not putting it 
any higher than this, that these trans- 
actions which have taken place raise a | 
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the whole of this very remarkable con- 


tract. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): What is there remarkable in 


case of doubt as to whether the hon. | taking the lowest tender? 


Member in question has not inadvertently | 
brought himself within the four corners | 
of this Act. If he was one of the) 
promoters who undertook to form this | 
company, and if in consequence of that | 
undertaking the cOntract was given to. 
Bergl, then it appears to me that a 
syndicate of which he was a member | 
constitutes the principals of Berg], and 
therefore the hon. Member and his| 
colleagues are responsible for this under- 


taking. 


Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY | 
(Mr. A. J Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
J should like to ask what that has to do. 
with the vote of censure. 


| amount of the tender at all. 
|markable instance which justifies us in 


_ Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: But 


it is not the case of the lowest tender. 


Mr. 


case. 


BRODRICK: But that is the 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I donot 
care whether it is the lowest or the highest 
tender, for that is immaterial to my 
argument, and I am not challenging the 
It is a re- 


calling for such an inquiry. There is 
only one other point with which I shall 
trouble the House at this moment. | 
hope I have kept clear of any question 


'of seandal. Perhaps the debate, as the 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
believe the practice of the House has 
been to appoint a Committee when there | 
is a case of doubt. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Now that my atten- 
tion has been called to this matter, I am 
bound to say that it is not in order. The | 
question whether the hon. Member 
referred tois stilla Member of this House | 
or whether he is liable to penalties in an 
action is one that must be settled by 
another Motion or method altogether, 
and it is not relevant to the Question 
before the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: T have 
no intention, Mr. Speaker, of challenging 
a decision of the House upon any such 
question, but I was simply leading up tothe 
remarkable incidents connected with this 
contract, and I thought I was in order in 
pointing out there was this one. I thought 
that this incident, in conjunction with 
others, made up a reasonable case why 
this contract should be the subject of an 
Inquiry. If the Bergl contract stood | 
alone I think there would be sufficient 
justification for such a Motion as my right | 
hon. friend has proposed. The Bergl con- 
tract was only concluded on the 4th of 
Mareh, and there could be no possible 
difficulty in a Committee inquiring into 


charges of corruption and fraud. 


noble Lord suggested a little while ago, has 
turned alittle too much on charges of cor- 
ruption and fraud. I charge no man with 
corruption or fraud, and I hope nothing 
[ have said is inconsistent with the de- 
claration I now make. But there is a 
large question of public policy which, so 
far as | know, has not been adverted to 
by anyone, which would form a more 
important subject of inquiry than mere 
J refer 
to the distribution of those contracts 
among traders in different parts of the 
British Empire. I think that is a 
point that may well deserve the consider- 
ation of the House. Let me take one 
or two instances. I will take first the 
case of traders in the Colonies; | exclude 
South Africa for the moment. We 
know as a matter of fact that bitter 
complaints have come from the seli-gov- 
erning Colonies that they have been ex- 
cluded from the opportunity of tendering 
for those contracts. I have read it in 
the papers. I cannot say any more than 
that. We know that Mr. Seddon and 
another gentleman have telegraphed 
home remonstrances, and that their re- 


monstrances have had some ettect is 
proved by the fact that in the 
Bergl contract, and in the _ con- 


tract which has followed the conduct 
of the Imperial Cold Storage Company, 
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there is a very remarkable supplementary | ing their opinion and wishes, and they 
condition. Here it is— /do not hesitate to do it. At all 

“For the purpose of fulfilling the contract | events, it would be a relevant fact to 
for the maul of meat to the troops in South’ know how much they are der ving in 
Africa, | hereby undertake to obtain as far as | pecuniary benefit from the continu..tion 


possible the necessary quantities both of live f tl hi . 
and dead stock from the British Colonies.” of the war which has brought ruin to 


That was inserted in consequence of | ™92Y of their fellow colonists, although it 
the remonstrances from the Colonies, but “PPeats to have brought prosperity to 
some of the remonstrances have con- them. Then there is the case of our own 
tinued in spite of that provision, and I | ae - home. There are complaints 
am not surprised at that. “I hereby that they have not been fairly treated in 
undertake to obtain as far as possible,” rag : ay tags tng by wa War 
is a phrase which has no binding force lai o = ey eee a 
so far as I can see, and it is very complaints have reached the right hon, 
difficult to say what meaning it has. | Gentleman. Some, certainly, have reached 

; me, and I am only going to allude to 


But I am not one who will stand up and!” ‘hich I bel; — ; 
say that any merchants, horse dealers, 02 Which t believe excites a great deal of 
. . interest in the town I represent. It 


or any other dealers are to have a pre- —. a . 
ference over other contractors. I deny ma se a staple trade of the — 
that, and I should condemn equally the : gnny 6 a A merchant Wines 
Government if tuey preferred other) Office _ . veg ? ag ha the ¥ ar 
people to them, or if they preferred sr ah a 3 ee % 
them to other people. I know that the é : ate Pe: Ap it manu- 
business of a public Department like the ““° seal pc oe ne merchants, 1 do 
War Office is to make the best bargain se — = tether that is a fact or not, 
it can for the country, no matter who ne on “s the allegation. He objects to 
the contracting parties may be. Un- ak +4 ecause manufacturers in point 
doubtedly nothing that I have said is of fact cannot supply the goods without 
inconsistent with this. That I hold to, 80'S ante the market with the | mer- 
be a duty. That is a matter which a chants. He objects also because it is not 
Committee of the House may well consistently applied or applied all round. 
inquire into in connection with con- — are bouts a who oe 
tracts of the extraordinary magnitude | owed a _ pre erence, an who are 
alt Ghiee couttedte. allowed to compete. The question he 
saa asks is, Why should this rule exist at all? 
Let me say that I discriminate That isa matter which might be inquired 
between South Africa and the other into by a Committee representing this 
Colonies. I have tried in two sessions House which is so largely composed of 
to obtain from the right hon. Gentle- business men. I have no doubt there are 
man an answer to this question—What! many other business matters which it 
is the amount of money spent on War! would be very desirable to submit to a 
Office contracts and paid to contractors Committee, and as to which there could 
resident in South Africa? He promised | not be the faintest difficulty as to the 
at first to make inquiry; then, a eollection of evidence. 
year after, when I asked the result The Government have not denied that 
of the inquiry, he said it would take| there is a case for inquiry. Their 
too much time and trouble. But) .ontention merely is that it is not the 
surely it is material when, we have | proper time. They say that the 
constant incitements coming from | inquiry would impose a _ burden 
portions of the people in South Africa | which would seriously interfere with 
amounting to menaces, and calling on l the prosecution of “the war. 
us to fight on this war to a finish, spould not, for one, press the Motion 
to know what amount of profit goes to} if ] thought it would have that effect. 
the people ol those Colonies out of the | | would not like to hinder or hamper 
continuation of the war. At any rate, we | any arm of the public service. I do not 
ought to know that. It isa limited) 66 why it should have that result. 
number of people to whom I refer, but/ 1 go jot see why, as the hon. and 
these people have the means of express-'|,,rned Member for Dumfries suggested, 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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such additional help as might be wanted 
might not be readily supplied so far as 
the War Office is concerned. It is said 
there are witnesses in South Africa who 
would have to come home. I do not 


want to bring home any man from the, 


war whose presence is useful for the 
effective prosecution of the war. But 
what difficulty is there in a Committee | 
of this House receiving and considering | 


without prejudice all the evidence that | 


may be available on the spot? They are 


not called upon to come to a conclusion | 


or register a verdict. The public is not 


called upon to come to any opinion at 


all. All that the public is concerned 
with is that this Heuse, with which after 
all rests the responsibility, should begin 
the inquiry, let it end when it may. 
Surely we can take such evidence. 
have any quantity of evidence at home. 


As regards evidence which cannot be. 


given without detriment to the public 
service, let it stand over until it can be 
brought home. I have only to say, in 
conclusion, that this inquiry into con- 
tracts is but a fragment of that larger 
inquiry into the whole conduct of the 
Government during the war to which 
they are pledged over and over again, 
and from which they cannot depart 
without breach of faith, and worse 
almost than breach of faith, of which I 
am sure they will not be guilty. When 
the time comes for that vast inquisition, 
surely it will not be said that we have 
hampered or encumbered the Govern- 
ment now by withdrawing from the in- 
quiry the definite matter which is now 
before the House. All that we are call- 
ing for is an examination into one frag- 


ment of the conduct during the whoie | 


course of the war. All we areasking for 


in an inquiry into the civilian administra- , 


tion of the War Office, and if the’ 
Government, under the pretext which | 
they have already announced, still per- | 
sists in refusing that inquiry, Iam sure 
they will not escape a verdict of con- 
demnation at the hands of the country. 


*(7.25.) Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, S. E.) 
said that what struck him 
particularly in this debate was that there 
were strange patches of silence on the 
Opposition ‘Benches on the two occasions 
this session on which votes of censure 
had been moved against the Government. 


{18 Marcu 1902} 
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From 1880 to 1885 he sat in this 
House as a Member of the Liberal Party. 
It was a long time ago, but at that 
time the Liberal Party was articulate. 
Now he came back, like Rip Van Winkle, 
and saw before him empty benches. He 
really thought that he must be looking on 
the graveyard of the Liberal Party; that 
he saw before him only the dumb 
memorials and silent effigies of a 
once glorious past. Another thing 
‘that pained him considerably was 
the total absence of the Liberal 
Imperialists. He believed that on the 
last occasion of a vote of censure, the 
right hon. Member for East Fife neither 
spoke nor even voted, nor did the hon. 
| Baronet the Member for the Berwick 
| Division. Personally he took a great 
interest in these Liberal Imperialists. They 
| owed them a deep debt of gratitude. be- 
cause they had added to the gaiety of 
| politics. From the time of the letter to “My 
dear Hedworth ” down to the formation of 
a social council in Park Lane their history 
had been full of humorous incidents. 
But he did think a great Party like that. 
of which they heard so much out of 
doors, ought to show in this House what 
their opinion was on a question of this 
sort. ‘They ought to hear the opinion of 
the right hon. Member for East Fife. 
[Sir H. C. BANNERMAN: Wait a 
minute.} The right hon. Gentleman 
said “ wait a minute.” but they had 
waited several days. When the opinion 
did come, it would no doubt be 
very valuable; but if he was to judge 
by the expressions of the right hon. 
|Gentleman outside the House, it 
would not have much meaning to his 
mind. 
They would be told by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that efficiency did not 
exist in the present Government. 
They were told that the contracts for 
the Army were badly arranged, and that 
‘there was no efficiency on the Govern- 
‘ment side of the House, and that the 
only remedy the country could adopt was 
‘to follow the noble Earl. If he were a 
Minister he thought he should not be 
very grateful to Lord Rosebery for 
giving his advice at this time — he 
should feel somewhat indignant. He 
‘rather sympathised with the Leader of 
the Opposition, who had worked for 
some years according to his lights, when 
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a noble Lord, who had _ rested for a long 
time, came forward to give advice. It 
reminded him of a passage in Shake. 
speare in which Hotspur, when asked 
why he did not give up his prisoners, 
said— 

‘© But Lremember, when the fight was done. . . 
Came there a certain lord, neat, trimly dress’d, 
Fresh as a bridegroom.” 

That was the way in which Lord 

Rosebery came before them now, giving 

advice, not only to his own party but to 

the Government He wished to know from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife and the hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Berwick Division 
whether they agreed with Lord Rosebery 
in regard to his estimation of the war, 
or whether they agreed with the Leader 
of the Opposition. They had been told 

that there was going to be tonight a 

united Liberal Party. The Liberal 

Imperialists, or Liberal Leaguers, had 

arrogated to themselves a high position 

because they had supported the Govern. 
ment in this war, but they had not heard 

a word from them as to how they were 

going to vote on this question. This 

was a much larger question than the 
point raised as to whether a man was 
called Weil or Vile. How did the right 
hon. Gentleman begin his speech? He 
talked about the contracts, and he in- 
sinuated that they were made for the 
benefit of German Jew speculators in 

South Africa. Did hon. Members oppo- 

site believe that these contracts were 

made in the interests of German Jews? 

It had often been said on the other 

side that the war was waged for the 

advantage of capitalists in Johannesburg. 

Did they believe that? Did the Liberal 

Party believe that? If they did 

not believe it, why did they say so? 

[Opposition laughter.} Did they think 

that it would encourage the men fight- 

ing in South Africa to be told such 
things as that ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man was doing grave harm to the Army 
in South Africa by insinuating such 
things; he was not encouraging them in 
their work. The right hon. Gentleman 
had never been very careful in his words. 

There was something that had done 

more harm to the Army in South Africa 

than carelessness as to contracts, and 
that was carelessness of words. He him- 
self had had many friends and relations | 


Mr. Lambton. 


‘COMMONS: 


in South Africa; some had returned, 
some were out there still, some would 
never return. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had been much more fortunate 
than heif he had never had tosympathise 
with those who had lost their dear ones. 
In giving that sympathy which human 
nature expected in deep need, the thought 
that had stirred their hearts was that it 
was a beautiful and noble thing for men 
to die for their country. The right hon. 
Gentleman would deny them that last 
consolation. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Never. I give the most complete and 
authoritative and circumstantial denial 
to every word that the hon. Member 


‘has said. 


*Mr. LAMBTON said this subject had 
often been discussed before. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
And I have often denied it. The hon. 
Gentleman has done wrong to repeat it. 
{Opposition cries of ** Withdraw.”’| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Whether the state- 
ment is correct is one thing; whether 
it is in order is another. ‘The correct- 
ness or incorrectness I must leave to 
the right hon. Gentleman and the hon. 
Member. The hon. Member is not out 
of order except in this sense, that I 
think he is travelling away from the 
question. 


*Mr. LAMBTON said he had stated 
that the right hon. Gentleman had been 
guilty of carelessness of language. | Op- 
position cries of ‘ Quote.’’| 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Will you be good enough to quote the 
language ? 


*Mr. LAMBTON: “Methods of bar- 
barism.”” [Opposition cries of ‘“ With- 
draw, withdraw !”! Aright hon. Gentle- 
man on the front Opposition Bench a 
few days:ago. [Cries of ‘ Quote.”] I refer 
to the Member for the Montrose Bor- 
oughs—talked at Manchester of ‘infernal 
atrocity.” The right hon. Gentleman 
talked about the concentration camps— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say that the| war in South Africa some 500,000 
d, hon. Member is not following the ques-| horses, and the average life of those 
Id tion before the House, and these horses was computed to be not more 
le- matters are irrelevant. than six weeks. They have used these 
te 500,000 horses making war against a 
” *\Mr. LAMBTON said he apologised for nation, the population of which was not 
s making a remark that he should not °00,000. Is it common sense to say, in 
w have made. The careless remarks about | the face of such a fact, that the Govern- 
. contracts, and about the war being waged ment have done their duty, when we 
for the purpose of filling the pockets of find that the Boers have been thoroughly 
= mining capitalists and others, were Supplied with good horses ? The Secretary 
mn. doing grave wrong to our soldiers in of State for the Colonies had to acknow- 
South Africa. Hon. Members opposite, ledge yesterday, in regard to Baden- 
by voting for this Motion, would be Powell's constabulary—which was to 
, doing a great wrong to the Army in number 12,000 men, and only numbers 
N: South Africa. He apologised if he had 9,000 men—that only half of that force 
nd introduced any extraneous matter, but have horses, and the excuse made was that 
al he thought the interruptions from the 4 large number of that force were being 
se other side of the House were some ex- used in the blockhouses. Why did the 
cuse for it if he had done so. He hoped | “overnment raise that constabulary as a 
that they would have an authoritative mounted force, and then lock them up in 
ad declaration from the hon. Baronet the blockhouses to do infantry work! We 
Member for the Berwick Division, the have bought these horses all over the 
rizht hon Member for East Fife, and world, but not a word has been said 
B: others, as to their attitude on this ques- about the preparation of these horses. If 
yn. tion. they had not been rushed up to the 
it. front, I am sure that in the case of the 
*(7.40,) Caprain NORTON (Newing- bulk of these horses the average life 
ton, W.): The Leader of the Opposition _would have been more than six weeks. 
te- has asked for an inquiry to deal with Had horses of proper quality been sent 
er the important questions which have out in the first instance, a proper supply 
ot- been raised in this debate. I desire to WOuld have been ensured, and the British 
to deal only with one division, and that is ‘*Pyer would not have been called upon 
n. the question of land transport. Before ‘° PaY for 500,000 horses. With regard 
ut doing so, perhaps I may be permitted, ' land transport, when the attention of 
I having taken a special interest in the | the right hon. Gentleman was drawn to 
he remount question, to add two or three the fact that there had been a gross 
remarks to what has already been said. scandal in connection with this subject, 
I wish to ask whether anything which and thathe hadinstituteda court of inquiry 
ed has been done in connectiontwith this #24 had sent out an officer to inquire 
n contract has prevented the prosecution ‘to the subject, the right hon. Gentle- 
p- of the war, or whether the Government ™®#? told me that I was exaggerating the 
have failed in their duty in connection °#S® At the beginning of the war the 
with this question. Lordj Kitchener in *Uthorities hired wagons and teams at so 
? his last despatch said— much a day, the Government providing 
| : : tions for the Cape Boys. An arrange- 

1e “T have inspected the Queen’s Bays 2nd 0 h : 
Dragoon Guards, the last regiment which ment was come to by the Government 
left for the Cape, and I am sorry to be obliged | With regard to compensation for the loss 
to say that the horses are not at all the class | of animals belonging to the contractors, 
i of horse I want.’ ' and under the contract liberal compensa- 
h- That statement was made ‘after the tion was allowed for every animal killed 
e- war had continued for two-and-a-half | or that died, owing to “ extraordinary 
& years. How would hon. Members treat | military exigency.” Is not that a case 
wit one of their tradesmen who, after they | of gross incompetence on the part of the 
r had done business with him for two-| Government to put in such an absurd 
al and-a-half jyears, continued to send them | phrase? I defy the astutest lawyer in the 
- articles which they did not want? The} House, or out of it, to define what 
“ Government have purchased for this|‘ extraordinary military exigency ”’ 
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means, though everyone knows 
meaning of each individual word. By 
that absurd phrase the Government put 


themselves in such a position that the | 


contractors claimed for every animal that 
died, no matter under what circum- 
stances, and, in consequence, the country 
has been defrauded of millions of pounds. 
Another curious arrangement that the 
Government made was that they were to 
have the option of claiming the cattle 
that were captured at the rate of £10 a 
head, and substituting those for the oxen 
that died. When ordinary oxen died, the 
contractors claimed and received full 
value ; the captured cattle replaced them 
and also died, and the House would 
naturally assume that the contractors 
claimed and received £10 only. Nothing 
of the kind. I will give a concrete 


example. Wagon 433 was teamed 
with 16 oxen, at £20 a _ head; 


those oxen died, and the contractors 
received £320. They then substituted 
captured cattle at £10 a head; they also 
died, and the contractor, instead of 
claiming £160, claimed and received 
£320; so the Government was defrauded 
of £160. This had been going on for 
two years anda half. with columns having 
between 6,000 and 7,000 oxen in teams. 
Those teams had been frequently replaced, 
not once or twice, but many times, and 
in each case the contractor has defrauded 
the Government. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the 


Gentleman quote his authority ? 


hon. 


*Captain NORTON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman will give me what I ask, it 
will prove what I say. He has the 
authority in his office—the Report of 
the Departmental Inquiry which was 
made into this matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
man is unable to substantiate his state- 
ments. 


*Captain NORTON : This Motion is a 
Motion for an inquiry. 


not for a moment doubt ; but it is not for 
me to give my authority but for the 
right hon. Gentleman to clear himself. 
In many of these cases the oxen have 
been replaced over and over again, and 


Captain Norton. 


{COMMONS} 
the | 


I have these | 
statements from one whose word I can- | 


and other Contracts. 388 


the contractors have grossly defrauded 
the Government. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Gentleman give the places or any names 
which will enable me to follow up his 
statements ? As a matter of fact, the hon. 
Member continues to give statements for 
which he will not give an atom of proof. 


*Captain NORTON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman will give me that inquiry, | 
will prove it upto the hilt. The right 
hon. Gentleman knew it and sent out 
to South Africa to inquire into it. | 
thought the right hon. Gentleman, 
instead of taking the bold course of 
denying everything I stated, would have 
made some excuse, because what I am 
referring to is common knowledge in 
South Africa. There are certain Com- 
pensation Boards arranged there to deal 
with this matter, and the Government 
laid it down that the contractors must 
produce beiore these Boards certificates 
of loss signed by commissioned officers. 
I want to know what principle is adopted 
in the settlement of these claims. | 
know that the certificates have not in 
all cases been signed by commissioned 
officers. I must protect myself here, or 
the right hon. Gentleman may get up 
and, instead of answering my statements, 
make an oratorical display and say | 
have been bringing accusations of fraud 
against non-commissioned officers who, 
owing tothe absence of their superiors, 
were obliged to sign these papers. What 
is the composition of the Boards? So 
far as Ican get the information, most of 
the officers serving on them are young 
and inexperienced, drawn frequently 


from the Militia regiments guard- 
ing the lines of communication. 
Here, again, I must protect myself 


against the allegation that I am making 
an attack on the Militia Officers. We find 
in the Militia as good officers as any 
‘in the Regular Army. But the men 
drawn to serve on these Boards were 
young and inexperienced, and _ the 
Government should have taken officers 
|from India of long experience as to 
transport matters, They did nothing of 
the kind, with the result that of course 
the contractors did what they liked with 
| these young and inexperienced men. The 
| Government protected themselves in this 





388 
ided 


hon. 
mes 

his 
hon. 
s for 
roof. 


hon. 
'y, ] 
ight 
out 


nan, 
> of 
have 
am 
e in 
Som- 
deal 
nent 
nust 
cates 
cers. 
pted 
3 
t in 
oned 
e, Or 
; up 
ents, 
ay | 
raud 
who, 
‘jors, 
Vhat 

So 
st of 
ung 
ently 
iard- 
tion. 
yselt 
king 
» find 
any 
men 
were 
the 
ficers 
s to 
ig of 
purse 
with 
The 
| this 





389 S. A. War—Remounts 


{18 Marcu 1902} 


and other Contracts. 390 


matter by having a Revision Board at| which the last Government and the 
Cape Town, but were the decisions of the | present are, practically in no way re- 


Compensation Boards reviewed in any 
way, except when there was an appeal ? 
Then I want him to answer this. 


The | 


sponsible; in fact, both Governments 
have done their best, with more or less 
success, to improve the system. An 


right hon. Gentleman is not taking the | object-lesson in the inept system under 


slightest notice of what I am saying, but 


I hope by means of the Press some notice | 
will be taken of it, because it is a matter | 
of millions of money tothecountry. Will | 
the right hon. Gentleman say what num-_ 


ber of claims were rejected by the 
Compensation Boards ? 
many appeals there were, and how many 
decisions were reversed or revised by the 
superior Board at Cape Town? It may 
appear a matter of small moment, but if 
we take the Estimatesof 1900-1901 and 
1901-1902 and add to those the expendi- 
ture for the coming year, the total 
amount under Votes6and7 is no less than 
£109,000,000, and of that £33,000,000 is 
for transport and remounts. ‘The loss in 
each column represents a loss to the 
country of from £70,000 to £100,000. 
Considering the number of columns that 
have been employed in South Africa, 
that means a matter of millions to the 
taxpayers of this country. A Depart- 
mental Inquiry has taken place, and 
if that is so,a Parliamentary Inquiry 
can also take place. It is the duty of the 
right hon. Gentleman to clear himself of 
the charges of gross incompetence or 
gross neglect which have been made in 
this matter. 


(8.0.) Mason RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): As one who has had a little 
experience in this matter, may I say a 
word? Three years ago the Govern- 
ment appointed a Committee on Con- 
tracts, and I served on that body for 
nine weeks, but a more lame and im- 
potent conclusion than that to which that 
Committee came I never knew. I would 
venture to suggest to the House that it 
is no practical use having the inquiry 
now asked for at present; the time is 
inopportune. An inquiry will have to 
be held after the war is over, and we 
shall then, no doubt, get some {good 
results. |! do not think that 
particular case the laches of the War 
Office are responsible. What really is 
responsible is the hide-bound and stupid 
system which has been in existence in the 


War Office for the last fifty years, for | 


Will he say how | 


in this | 
‘condition that the produce should be 


which the War Office has carried on its 
business is provided by the Remount De- 
partment. Everybody knew perfectly 
well that that Department was under- 
manned, under-staffed, under-clerked, 
and that it was absolutely impossible for 
it to carry out the ordinary work which 
came within its purview, and still more 
impossible was it for the Department to 
do the heavy work which devolved upon 
it in consequence of the war. What did 
the War Otfice do? The only thing they 
could do. They devolved the work which 
fell on the Remount Department on to 
the Yeomanry Committee. I have not 
a word to say against the Yeomanry 
Committee. The unfortunate thing 
about that body was that—including as 
it did masters of hounds, ex-colonels of 
cavalry regiments, hon. Members of this 
House, and Members of the House of 
Lords—it was not composed of business 
men; whereas the slim gentlemen, the 
Lewisons, and all the rest of them, with 
whom they came in contact on the other 
side of the water, were business men. 
Of course, the result was very easy to 
foretell; it was “the gross of green 
spectacles” alluded to by the hon. 
Member for Northampton. I have never 
been able to see why it is necessary to 
go across the sea to buy remounts. It 
has been suggested, before this, that the 
War Office might do worse than copy 
the system set on foot by the Emperor 
Francis Joseph in 1867, under which 
the Austrian Government has probably 
the best remount system in Europe, «r 
in the world. It is not for me to 
go into this question in detail at this 
moment, but I may say, very briefly, 
that remount depdts were established in 
Austria-Hungary in 1867, and the matter 
has been pressed on the attention of the 
present Government. The system is 
that farmers should be allowed to have 
their mares served at low prices, on 


the property of the Government at £28 
for cavalry horses, and £26 for draught 
horses, that all horses should be cast 
when they are ten years old, and that 


P2 
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none should be used before they were 
four years old. It is a great pity such 
a system does not obtain in this country. 
It would be perfectly easy to institute 
some such method of proceeding in 
Ireland, which, in my opinion, is the 
best horse breeding country in the 
world. But the Irish farmer at the 
present moment is unable to breed good 
horses, because he cannot afford to give 
a good price for sires, and the produce 
which he gets, being of an inferior 
quality, fetches only an inferior price. 
When the proposal was made to the 
Government a few years ago, the present 
Chief Secretary, who was then Under 


Secretary of State for War, said (and | 


the statement was cheered to theecho)— 


“Tf you go on that system, every horse 
required for South Africa would cost you £60, 
whereas we can buy Argentina horses for 
£25.” 

It seems to me, in the light of recent 
experience, that it would be cheaper to 
pay £60 for a horse that would last you 
six months than to pay £25 for a horse 
which is done for in six days. All I 
venture to say is, that if the Government 
adopted this or some other such system, 
they could in future obviate the necessity 
of appointing these Yeomanry Com- 
mittees, or of employing gentlemen like 
Captain Hartigan to buy their horses for | 
them. .«... 


(8.41) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): | 
think that the tendency of the debate up 
to the present time, especially so far as 
the other side of the House has been 
represented, has been a_ particularly 
unfortunate one. The fact is only two 
arguments have been adduced from the 
Benches opposite, and they have been 
repeated in varying form, from the 
Secretary of State for War, in his im- 
passioned speech at the beginning of the 
debate, down to the last speech made on 
the other side of the House. The two 
arguments seem to me to amount 
simply to this—in the first place, that it 
is not patriotic to draw attention to 
the scandalous waste of money that the 
War Office have been responsible for; and | 
in the second place, that the Motion 
which we have brought forward, and to | 
which I am now speaking, is based on 
nothing but rumour and idle gossip. It | 
will be my endeavour, in the few words I | 


Major Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 


| in scandalous waste. 
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have to address to the House, to show 
that the Motion is based not on rumour 
or idle gossip, but on facts which have 
been proved very largely by particular 
documents and by answers given by 
members of the Government themselves, 
We have heard now for many months— 
in fact for a couple of years—the charge 
of want of patriotism, until we are getting 
rather tired of it, until, I think, the 
argument has worn rather thin. On the 
present occasion let us see what exactly 
itdoes amount to. It amounts to simply 
this—that we complain that out of at 
least £100,000,000 voted by this House 
for the various supplies for carrying on 
the war, we have not got as much as 10s. 
in the £1 of value for the money. [ 
think the figures that have already been 
adduced, and some of which have been 
submitted to Committees of the House 
which have already been appointed, show 
conclusively that in the matter of trans- 
port, remounts, forage, and all che meat 
contracts, this country has not got 
even as much as 10s. in the £1 for 
the money which has been voted. 
Of the £100,000 which the House voted 
for these services, I think it would be 
easy to prove that the country has got 
only £50,000 in value, and that the 
other £50,000 has gone into the pockets 
of the contractors, and has been expended 
I will endeavour to 
prove this statement. In the first place, 
let us turn to the question of meat con- 
tracts. The first contract was entered 


| into, as far as we have been able to elicit, 


at elevenpence per pound alike for fresh 
and frozen meat. It does not require 
any very great amount of business know- 
ledge or discernment to see what amount 
of profit was drawn out of a contract like 
that. 1am given to understand by those 
who have come back from the Front that 
the frozen meat was much better than 
the fresh meat—a very natural thing 
under the circumstances. Where you 
give a contract to a firm or individual, 
with power to deliver either fresh or 
frozen meat at the same figure, it is not 
very hard to see how the thing will be 
worked. If my information is correct, 
this is the way the gentle trick was 
worked. Whenever an officer in com- 
mand of troops asked for fresh meat, the 
contractor was careful to supply meat so 
tough that it was difficult to eat, with 
the result that the soldiers, when they 
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had frozen meat presented to them, 
naturally said they liked it better. The 
result was that a very large proportion, if 
not almost the whole, of the first con- 
tract was delivered in the form of frozen 
meat. 


Lorp STANLEY: I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman that it is perfectly true 
that frozen meat was preferable to fresh 
meat, but perhaps he does not realise 
that frozen meat could not be taken off 
the railway, whereas fresh meat had to 
he driven at the same pace as the troops 
advanced, which did not decrease its 
toughness. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Exactly. That was 
the caleulation which the contractor was 
eute enough to make, and which escaped 
the noble Lord and those responsible for 
making the contract. But what does the 
noble Lord’s objection amount to, because 
during the whole currency of that first 
contract our troops were never off the 
railway. They had not begun to invade 
the territory of the enemy, and it was 
the easiest thing in the world to supply 
them with frozen meat over what was, 
at that time, the area of the war. That 
explains to some extent the tremendous 
profits that undoubtedly were made by 
the company over that first contract. 
Another matter is this. The terms of 
the contract, as far so they have been 
given to the House, included delivery in 
any part of Cape Colony, Natal, or the 
two territories of the enemy, wherever 
the officers might call for a supply. 
It is clear that a contractor asked to ten- 
der on these terms would put on a price 
which would cover delivery to practically 
the furthest extent of the enemy’s terri- 
tory, whereas, as’a matter of fact, during 
the early part of the war the delivery 
had been within easy reach of Cape Town. 
Therefore, when we know that this frozen 
meat could be delivered at Cape Town 
for 24d. or 3d. per lb., and was delivered 
to the Government at 11d. per lb., one 
can easily see where the profits began to 
come in. As faras I can read the balance 
sheet of the company, ina single year they 
made a profit of 250 per cent., including 
dividends, and the amount placed to the 
reserve fund. 

There is another matter, to which atten- 
tion has not yet, I think, been drawn in 
this debate. That is, whatbecame of the 
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cattle captured from the enemy? We 
have been continually reading of the 
enormous number of cattle captured from 
theJBoers. A few weeks ago I put a Ques- 
tion to the noble Lord on that particular 
point. People have said to me sometimes 
that if they were to believe the figures as 
to the captured cattle, there ought to be 
enough to feedthe Army without any meat 
contractors at all. What became of those 
captured cattle? The noble Lord told me, 
in reply to my Question, that arrange- 
ments had been made under which they 
were taken over by the contractors at 8d. 
per Ib. and delivered as fresh meat at 10d. 
perlb. That in itself was not an unreason- 
able arrangement so far asit went. ‘Two- 
pence per pound for caring for the cattle 
and slaughtering them and delivering 
them tothe troops was reasonable. But 
what was my surprise when I found in the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General that the cattle were sold by 
auction. That was what my information 
led me to believe previous to putting my 
Question to the noble Lord. On page 222 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General's 
Report it is stated that, in a single year, 
a sum of £296,508 had been received as 
the proceeds of the sale by auction ot 
captured cattle. I ask the House what 
kind of price would be received at a sale 
by auction, of one of these huge droves of 
cattle captured from the enemy. How 
many bidders would there be in that 
market? I think it is pretty clear that 
only one person was in a position to buy, 
and that was the meat contractor. | 
should like to know how many cattle 
were represented by that sum of, roughly, 
£300,000. If they fetched five shillings 
a head, I think that would be as much as 
they would be likely to fetch under the 
peculiar circumstances of the sale, and we 
can understand the contractor buying up 
these cattle practically at the first bid. 
There, again, he would be able to make 
an enormous profit on his contract. 

Before I turn to the question of the new 
contract, which begins at the begin- 
ning of next month, may I empha- 
sise my point about the meat con- 
tract by saying what I think the War 
Office ought to have done, instead of 
entering into a contract such as this. 
They may say that their difficulty was 
that there were very few persons who 
were prepared to undertake such a large 
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contract. It appears to me that if there | 
had been men of business training and 
insight at the War Office they would have 
said at once that there had been so few 
men able to tender that obviously it was 
a matter which ought not to be contracted 
for at all. If they had gone to one of 
our great business houses in the country, 
accustomed to organisation of this kind, 
and were prepared to pay a salary of, it 
might be, £5,000 a year to a man whom | 
they could trust to take the whole busi- | 
ness off their hands, I am persuaded 
that they could have found many men of 
good British names and good British 
descent—without going to the Continent 
or to persons so well known in connection 
with these contracts—who would be pre- 
pared to undertake the work, and | am 
perfectly certain that they would provision 
the troops as well as any contractor, and | 
save 50 per cent. of the present cost. 
Now I come to the question of the latest 
contract, and I am quite aware that the 
noble Lord is rather proud of it. [LORD | 
STANLEY: Certainly.] 1 think, however, | 
if in his earlier days he had had a little | 
training in some business establishment, | 
he would not have been taken in quite so | 
easily as he has been. What are the| 
facts? There were three tenders only for 
the complete contract, but there were a 
great number of tenders merely for 
delivery at Cape Town. Why was not | 
the lowest of these tenders for delivery at 
Cape Town accepted, and let the War | 
Office do the remaining delivery them- 
selves? There were three tenders for the 
complete contract, and it now comes out 
that Mr. Weil was actually present in one | 





capacity or another in each of these| 
tenders. He was a participator in the old 
contract, and, therefore, presumably he 
knew the price at which the old company 
sent in their tender. He sent in a 
tender a little higher, and another tender 
in Mr. Bergl’s name a little lower. I 
ask the House if they consider that this is 
the way the business of our Departments 
ought to be conducted. I think the 
offence of the noble Lord is that he is so | 
thoroughly lacking in guile that he was 
unable to see the very innocent trap that 
was laid for him on that occasion. Cer- 
tainly with the experience I have had of 
commercial matters I would at once 
smell a rat. 


Mr. Whitley. 
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Lorp STANLEY: Does the com- 
mercial instinct of the hon. Gentleman 
induce him always to reject the lowest 
tender ? 


Mr. WHITLEY: Yes, sir. My busi- 
ness instinct teaches me to reject the 
lowest tender, when, as in the case of 
the meat contract, it is manifestly “a 
put-up job.” I should at once in a 
case like that have said this is not a 
tender on which we can proceed to give 
contracts ; we must get the best results 
in some other way. Did the noble Lord 
when he placed the contract, know that 
here were a number of good British 
firms in this country who were prepared 
this work for the War 
Office? It may be asked why they did 
not tender, but the answer is well known 
to anyone who is accustomed to such 
things as this. It is that it is clear that 
there is a ring of contractors, and in that 
case the best contractors will not tender. 
I am quite sure that the policy of the 
noble Lord in keeping these prices secret, 
until they were dragged out of him by 
question and answer in the House, has 
been a very bad policy for the pockets of 
the taxpayers. The smallest local board 
or district council in the country always 
publishes the prices of its contract, and 
they know by doing that that they 
have the best guarantee that their von- 
tracts will be reasonable. I do think 
that one of the strongest reasons for 
the inquiry for which we are asking is 
that an endeavour ought to be made to 
break down what is evidently a ring of 
contractors who have practically got the 
their hands, and whose 
not what is known as free 
| think it is perfectly clear 
that as far as the meat supply is con- 
cerned we certainly did not get 10s, 
value for every pound spent. 

Turning to other questions—for instance, 
the question of freight—we find exactly 
the same state of things. A private in- 
dividual can get transport for a_ horse 
to South Africa for £5 or £6, whereas 
the War Office is paying double that 
figure. That matter has been already 
well put by several hon. gentlemen, and 
I do not propose to travel all over the 
ground again. I only wish to call special 
attention to one item in the Comptroller 
and Auditor General’s Report, and that 
is the sum of £276,342 for demurrage 
on ships lying idle at Cape Town and 


and open. 
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Does the House see what that 
means? Practically we had to pay that 
amount twice over. In the first place, 
there were the ships lying idle in the 
South African ports, and in the second 
place those ships were withdrawn from 
the freight market with the result that 
there was a tremendous rise in freights, 
at a time when the Government was most 
in need of ships for the transport of 
soldiers and stores. Therefore, this item 
represents far more than the amount itself 
in extra cost to the taxpayers. There 
were ships lying at Cape Town for periods 
of from seventy-two to one hundred and 
twenty-six days, not only idle themselves, 
but withdrawn from the freight market, and 
in that way raising the price the Govern- 
ment had to pay for transport. It seems 
to me there must have been gross 
mismanagement in that matter. Turning 
to the land transport in South Africa, | 
find a similar state of things. I am 
dealing with nothing but figures which 
have already been given to the House, 
and I urge that the demand for an in- 
quiry can be amply supported and justi- 
fied by those figures. I find an item of 
no iess than £700,000 in one year as 
compensation for lost oxen, and the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General calls 
attention to the fact that sixteen guineas 
were paid to the contractor for every ox 
that fell out or was captured by the Boers, 
irrespective of the value of the animal, 
whereas from £10 to £12 was the price 
inthe market at the time. If we take 
those figures, it is almost certain that a 
number of the oxen must have been paid 
formany timesover. If an animal fell out 
on the march, it was doctored up and 
brought inagain,compensation was paid for 
its loss, and money paid for its re-purchase 
all within a short time. We begin to 
realise where the money came from to 
pay the compensation for loss of oxen. 
On the same matter we find attention 
drawn by the Comptroller and Auditor- 
(reneral to money paid for cattle which 
is not vouched. He also draws attention 
to the fact that one of the agents of the 
officers, who bought these mules for which 
no receipt is forthcoming, was receiving 
acommission from the seller, and at the 
same time taking a commission from the 
person for whom he was buying the 
animals. I think that is ample justifica- 
tion for the inquiryzfor which we ask. 
Then, again, in the same document there 


Durban. 


is an item of £1,800,000 paid to the. 
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Chartered Company of South Africa for 
the equipment of what is called the 
Rhodesian Field Force. I presume that 
it is the force under General Plumer that 
endeavoured for so long to relieve 
Mafeking. That column did its duty 
as far as possible, having regard to the 


| power of its small numbers, with great 


pluck and ability, but it was an ex- 
tremely small force, and was of little good 
for that reason, and unable to domore than 
keep occupied a certain number of Boers 
in the north-west corner of the Transvaal. 
But this item is paid in a lump sum of 
nearly £2,000,000, and for that also 
no vouchers are forthcoming. The 
Comptroller also draws attention to the 
fact of the items charged by the Company. 
I beg pardon, he does not state that no 
vouchers are forthcoming, but a large 
portion are not forthcoming, and he points 
out that from two and a half times 
more than the price at which the War 
Office could have supplied the same 
things was claimed by the Chartered 
Company. Things which could be 
supplied by the War Office for 14s. were 
charged at 29s., and so on, and the sum 
of £1,800,000 was apparently paid over 
to the Chartered Company. There is 
another item also in the accounts which, 
I think, breaks ~~ a good deal that has 
been said in ‘ ~-vurse of the debate, 
and that is .. ths one year there has 
been receiv’ ‘-r the sale of cast and 
other ani~ . + \der the head of horses 
£402,000. not know what price 
these derelict -orses would fetch after 
they had ky 1 discharged from service in 
South Africa, but I should think that 
even the knackers in South Africa 
would be over - supplied during {the 
course of the war. That sum must 
represent a very large number of 
animals indeed, unless, of course, we 
had so many horses that we set up as 
traders and were selling horses for other 
purposes. 

We have no need to rely on 
rumours and idle gossip to form a case 
for the inquiry we are asking for. Why 
should that inquiry be refused? The 
old ery of lack of patriotism will not 
hold water at this time of day. The 
fact is, there are many reasons tor 
which the inquiry should begin without 
the slightest detriment to the progress 


of the war or the efficiency of the troops 


in South Africa. Take the question of 
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freight by itself; an inquiry into 
that would require no officers what- 
ever from South Africa. It is 
purely a question to be dealt with 
entirely from this end of the telegraph 
wire. It is a matter upon which, if the 
Government chose, they could institute 
a Parliamentary inquiry of this House. 
They would not lose anything in 
efficiency, but there would be a great 
gain to the taxpayers in this country. 
I specially urge on the Government that 
whether they grant this inquiry or not, 
they should endeavour to shake them- 
selves free of the group of financiers and 
contractors with whom they have got 
entangled at the War Office. There are 
plenty of business men who are prepared, 
without 250 per cent. profit on a con- 
tract, to supply the needs of the army, 
and if the War Office have the will they 
will find the way to do it. 


(9.15.) Mr. LEVESON-GOWER 
(Sutherlandshire): The question we 
have to consider is not whether the 


inquiry is to be held or not, An in- 
quiry has to be held; that is granted. 
The only question is whether it is to 


be held immediately, or whether it is 
to be held later on. That is the 
only question. It does not matter 


what scandal, what inetticiency there 
has been at the War Office; that is 
absolutely beside the mark at the 
present time. All that should occupy 
us now are the reasons for immediate 
inquiry and th~ reasons against it. The 
Government reason against it is the 
difficulty of obtaining the evidence of 
persons who took an important part in 
carrying out these contracts. It is said that 
that is not a valid argument, and so far 
as that is concerned we need not inquire 
into all the contracts, but might take a 
contract here and there. But surely it 
must be plain to everybody that nearly 
all these contracts must overlap, and if 
you take up one you cannot come to a 
conclusion on that without dealing with 
the next one. The whole 30,000 con- 
tracts really form one whole, and if you 
have to arrive at an idea of the 
efficiency or the inefficiency of the 
War Office you must take the whole 
together and pass through the whole 
and see what result is obtained. The 
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public opinion is now aroused and will 
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‘not submit to longer delay. The Leader 


of the Opposition says we must hold 
immediate inquiry, because it is a good 
thing to strike while the iron is hot; 
with that I absolutely disagree. What 
object is there in doing so? Is it not 
reasonable to suppose that the whole 
matter will be worked out with more 
clearness and with a better balanced 
mind if we wait until the excitement 
has died down? It has also been said 
that one reason for the immediate 
inquiry and the immediate alteration of 
these contracts is that a great saving of 
public money will be brought about; 
that the inquiry would enable the War 
Office to carry out their contracts on 
other lines. I do not see how that will 
come unless the duration of this war is 
wrongly forecast. How long will it be 
before the inquiry will have reached its 
conclusion? It must takea year or two. 
But even that argument has been 
rather damaged by the speeches made 
tonight. It has been said that the 
inquiry might at any rate be begun now, 
although it might not be possible to 
carry it to an immediate conclusion. 
I think the hon. Gentleman the 
late Secretary to the Admiralty 
has rather damaged the case of the 
Leader of the Opposition. All that 
is asked for is a partial inquiry, 
which will perhaps have a_ partial 
finding, or no finding at all. That 
would cast suspicion on _ officers, 
of which they would only be able to rid 
themselves when the excitement had 
died down. They would be held up to 
public execration, and then, two years 
afterwards, when they returned, they 
would have to clear themselves. If such 
a thing was done! do not think the 
Government would find any honest 
or respectable person to serve under 
them. The Leader of the Opposition 
must not be blamed for moving this 
Motion because, on occasion, he must 
move a Vote of Censure in order to 
keep his position in his own Party ; it is 
necessary that he should do so; but it 
seems to me doubtful whether any 
Opposition is wise in making a Party 
question of this matter. It is not a Party 
question at all. It seems to me per- 
fectly clear that we ought to know that 


argument for immediate inquiry is that! a Party who moves a Vote of Censure 


Mr. Whitley. 
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has been more efficient than the Govern- 
ment. To move a Vote of Censure 
against a Government without showing 
that, is not to move a Vote of Censure 
against the Government but against the 
nation itself. It is not one Government 
that is responsible any more than an- 
other. It is the responsibility of the 
nation. It is the nation’s business to see 
that its military preparations are in an 
efiicient state at any time. Why have 
these contracts arisen? They have 
arisen through the War Office not being 
in a position to face the possibility of a 
great war. | ut has the War Office ever 
been in the position to face such a re- 
sponsibility ? The sooner we can make 
the nation understand what its duties 
are n these matters the better it will be 
for it. 

(9.26.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): It 
has become manifest in the course of 
the debate that the plea of the Govern- 
ment. that they are not opposed to 
investigation, is futile. If we do not 
have an investigation now, when public 
interest is aroused in this matter, 
we shall never have an investigation 
of the slightest use. Speaking in no 
offensive sense, I say it is most dis- 
honest for the Government to meet 
this demand in the Party manner 
they have adopted. If they boldly said, 
“There have been scandals and mistakes, 
but we think it is more to the interest 
of the Empire that we should hush the 
matters up,” I could understand their 
position, for that is really what they 
are doing. But to say there will be an 
investigation in the remote future, after 
the war is over, is an absurdity, because 
everybody knows that when that time 
comes the general sentiment will be, not 
to rake in the neglected dust-heaps of 
the past, not to wash our dirty linen 
before the nations of Europe, but to 
forget all these matters and turn our 
faces towards the future. It is a 
question of now or never. With that 
consideration before me, I desire to 
direct the attention of the House to two 
or three points which I have frequently 
brought forward during the last few 
years. 

The first matter is one in regard 
to which I think the noble Lord will 
have considerable difficulty in reconciling 


with common-sense and logic theanswers | 


{18 Marcu 1902} 


and other Contracts: 402 


'he has given me. Over and over again 
I have asked for information as to the 
price paid for horses in Argentina, and 
theextraordinary answerof the noble Lord 
has been that he could not give the 
price, because if he did so the maximum 
paid by the Government would become 
the minimum, and that it would be 
entirely against the public interest. 
But what has happened in regard to 
Hungary? When the demand was 
made by the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Dulwich. an attempt was made to 
sit upon and snub him, to treat him 
almost as a pro-Boer ; but, being an 
influential supporter of the Government, 
he obtained a good deal of support on the 
benches opposite, and when he made 
certain definite and rather damaging 
charges it could not be said he was 
actuated by party feeling. The result 
is that we have now all the facts with 
regard to the purchase of horses in 
Hungary. But has that resulted in making 
the maximum price paid in Hungary and 
the East of Europe the minimum 
for the future? Nothing of the sort. 
But the other day, Lord Lansdowne, 
then Minister for War, in answer- 
ing a similar question, used the very 
opposite argument, because he declared 
that the result would be cut-throat com- 
petition, and the reduction of prices to 
such a low level that the contracts could 
not be honestly carried out. There is 
not the slightest justification for the 
argument of the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office. What is the real fact? 
Take, for instance, what has happened 
in Ireland. You have a scandal there as 
everywhere else. You are there prose- 
cuting a gentleman named Stoddert in 
connection with some horse transactions. 
The Government are said to be doing 
their best to expedite that prosecution, 
but the common talk at the Four Courts 
and among the people of Dublin is that 
they are doing their best to delay it, and 
to prevent the action coming to trial. 
What is the real source of all the evil in 
these contracts? It is that the actual 
sellers cannot discover what is the price 
of the Government. You have a series 
of middlemen, and the real seller, when 
he tries to come in contact with the 
actual Government buyer, is blocked by 
the middleman, and he cannot ascertain 
what the Government are paying. The 
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real remedy is to bring the actual Govern- 


ment buyer into contact with the actual | 


seller, so that the bargain may be made 
without the intervention of the middle- 
men. The argument that the disclosure 
of the price paid for horses in Argentina 
would destroy the market and prevent 
horses being obtained at a reasonable 
price is an absurd one, and the use of it 
has enormously increased the suspicion 
that the scandals in Argentina are even 
greater than those in Hungary. The 
horses were worth about £8, but the 
Government paid double the amount 
they need have paid if the sellers had 
been allowed to come into direct contact 
with the Government buyers. 

But I will pass to the meat contract. 
One of the most colossal scandals in the 
whole of this business is that connected 
with the meat contract. The contract I 
shall chiefly allude to is not the present 
contract, but that which expireson March 
31st next. Here is a statement made by 
Mr. Bergl himself in the Daily Mail of 
February 28th last. Let us remember 
that Mr. Bergl is the gentleman in whom 
the Government place absolute trust as 
an honest contractor for the future pro. 
visioning of the troops in South Africa; 
he therefore comes forward with, as it 
were, a Government certificate that he 
is a man of some standing in the com- 
mercial world—at any rate, as one whose 
opinion has some weight. Speaking 
of the contract about to expire, he 
declares that the Cold Storage Company 
must have made a profit of £6,000,000. 
Here are his words 





“T do not know whether the Cold Storage 
Company made more than £2,0U0,000 or not, 
or what they have done with the money ; that 
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such a huge contract as that was too much for 
one man ;” 

and he goes on to say he was supported by 
capitalists who could put £10,000,000 in 
the concern if necessary. Then he says— 
“What the South African Supply have made 
out of their contract is not for me to say. It 
is not my business. What I do say again is 
that I or any other man who bought and sold 
at the prices they did in the contract, making 
all allowances for carriage, etc., must have 
made £4,500,000 in the first year and a half, 
and £1,500,000 in the last year. Six millions 
must have been cleared. If the South African 
Company only cleared £2,000,000 as is said 
—well, I do not understand it, and it is not my 
business.” 

That is a very remarkable statement. 
If Mr. Bergl is « liar and a swindler, one 
who makes absolutely false statements, 
the Government are bound to give some 
explanation of why they had given this 
contract to a manso unscrupulous. [ 
put a question the other day as to the 
total amount paid to the Cold Storage 
Company during the last two and a half 
years, and the reply was £4,700,000. It 
is true that a profit of £6,000,000 cannot 
be made out of that sum. What I want 
to know is, has Mr. Bergl told a deliber- 
ate falsehood ? If so, is he a trustworthy 
person to whom this new contract 
should be given ? The force of this argu- 
ment is increased by the fact that, in this 
interview, he states that he sold a great 
deal of the meat ts the Cold Storage 
Company at threepence landed in Cape 
Town, and the company supplied it to 
the Government at elevenpence. He 
must, therefore, have been a close observer 


{of the course of the contract, and his 


is not the question so far as [ am concerned. | 


_£4,700,000 in all. I do not pretend to have 


But I do know what they were paid for their 
meat, and what they had to pa 
know that if I had supplied all that they did, 
on the same terms, I should have made a clear 
profit for the period of £6,000,000 sterling.” 
It is not for the noble Lord to say that 
that is only Mr. Bergl’s opinion. As the 
present contractor for the Government 
he is entitled to speak with some 
authority. He goes on to analyse the 
figures, and after pointing out that 
at one time their contract was for ten- 
pence, another time for elevenpence, and 
for sevenpence later on, he says— 

“My tender has been accepted for 54d. 


and on that we shall make a fair commercial 
profit. 


Mr. Dillon. 


for it, and I | 


estimate must be based on more definite 
information than the Government had, 
when they say the amount paid is 


the means of testing this question, but I 
have made a rough calculation, based on 
the number of mouths the Government 
had to feed in South Africa. Taking the 
figure at 200,000, which is far below the 
mark, reckoning the meat at 11d., and 
allowing one pound per diem per man— 
which is rather a small allowance for a 


‘man on active service—it works out at 


about £3,000,000 perannum. Yet [am 
told that only £4,700,000 was paid tothe 
Cold Storage Company in two and a half 
years. My calculation is, of course, very 


rough and unreliable, but it is a strange 


Of course, the responsibility for | thing that it comes much nearer to Mr. 
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Bergl’s figure than to that of the War! ‘“Lieutenant-General Sir F. Forestier Walker, 
Office The whole matter is worthy of | one of the directors of this company, is inter- 
ar pm ds investigation y | ested in the vendor company as a holder of 
a , 


: 0 200 and a joint holder of 100 ordinary shares, 
I will now pass on rapidly to another | acquired since August 1901.” 
question which certainly requires e€X-|[n other words, he obtained or was 
Et tt etlieepeg ne ep es 
4 any an interest in the old compan 
covered with an advertisement announc- | Pr hile he was Mania og lig fod 
ing that the Cold Storage Company was Cape Colony. Is that a decent tran- 
going to sell its business as a running | saction ? 
concern, with all its assets, to a new) 
company called the South African and} [orp STANLEY: I think the hon. 
Australasian Supply and Cold Storage | Member will find he was not command- 
Company, Limited, a company formed | ing at the time he bought those shares. 
for the sole purpose of buying the Cold 
Storage Company. I cannot see any 
object for the establishment of this new 
company, except it be to afford an}; [orp STANLEY: Will the hon. 
opportunity of hiding or wrapping up, | Member give me the date? I have not 
Py a owe ag which are by me the date on which every General 
amiliar to the Stock Exchange, some resigns his position. The hon. Member 
profits which it was not desirable to dis- | jg = poids ar everything ; I wish I was 
tribute or show. The old company had as sure of any one thing he has said. 
ample capital, a full plant, and an enor- To the best of my belief—I will not say 
mous gta why nore pg require tO, more than that-—-Sir Forestier Walker 
start this new company? Can any rea-' had ceased to have anything to do with 
son be suggested, except that they wanted |the command in South ” han Ff 
to water their stock in some mysterious | cgnnot sav more than that. 
way so as to hide any further profits | : 
which they were ashamed to distribute.) Mr. DILLON: I cannot make any 
That, however, is not the main point to! assertion on that point, but I say that, 
iciong dows tae tes of Perma eit (Cn Ok hae te ee ae 
g } C at he left South Africa he acquires this 
my astonishment to find the name | interest, and has now become a director 
Reng ee Hae a yee of this tiga © it isa ge a 
cases thc ta ceraatra . ster’ transaction. is a rule strictly en- 
Walker ? Is he the man who for two years | forced on subordinate officials ot the 
was Commander-in-Chief of Cape Town ' Civil Service that they should accept no 
and the lines of communication, in which | directorships in public companies, and 
capacity he had under him the men who | jt ought to b+ deplorable to those who 
passed the meat and had complete con-| value most highly the honour of British 
trol over the Cold Storage Company? 1} officers that an officer like Sir Forestier 
put it with confidence to the House ; is) Walker should, immediately after resign- 
that a proper transaction? We have | ing high command, in which capacity 
heard a great deal tonight about the| he had the means of enormously con- 
sessed i sina pag ge ba a - inconveniencing the oper- 
fOpose a ’\ations of this company, acquire an 
British officer, but it is no use throwing | jnterest in the Cold stale Company 
that well-worn cloak over transactions | and become a director of this new 


Mr. DILLON: Are you sure of that ? 





which ought not to take place. Members 
may say that the honour of a British officer 
is not tarnished by a transaction of this 
character, but I say it is a transaction 
which ought not to take place. But 
that is not the worst of it. In this 
advertisement is a long list of the assets 
which are transferred, and it goes on to 
say— 


concern. To my mind it is a most 
painful incident, and greatly increases 
the necessity for an inquiry. 

What has been the reply we have re- 
ceived throughout this debate? That 
charges and insinuations are being made 
against the honour of British officers. 
I have not heard any such charges, 
but I have heard charges made 
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against the honour of certain agents em- 
ployed by the War Office and of the 
folly and incompetence of British 
officers in their dealings with middlemen. 
Surely, if these charges are in the air, 
and such suspicions abroad, you would 
suppose the first desire of those respon- 
sible forthe War Office and for the hon- 
our of the Army would be to bring those 
charges and suspicions to an immediate 
investigation, so that an end might be 
put to them if they were unfounded. 
When we hear all this talk about inter- 
rupting and interfering with the conduct 
of the war we are carried back in mem- 
ory to what occurred when the hon. 
Member for Westminster raised the ques- 
tion of the hospitals. Exactly the same 
thing then happened. The First Lord 
of the Treasury did what he very seldom 
does—he lost his temper and was ex- 
ceeding angry; he turned on the hon. 
Member for Westminster, and said 


‘You are making charges against the 
humanity of Lord Roberts himself ; Lord 


Roberts and Lord Kitchener would not allow 
their soldiers to be treated in this way, and 
such an investigation will embarrass and inter- 
fere with the officers in the discharge of their 
duty.” 

The very same arguments were used then 
as have been used tonight. When I 
hear hon. Members in violent and 
indignant language denouncing the 
Leader of the Opposition for having 
spoken in favour of this inquiry, I am 
shocked. I have heard a great deal 
more bad language on the opposite side 
ot the House in regard to those scandals 


than has beer used on this side. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich made far more damaging 


charges against the Government, but 
when a Motion is made from the Opposi- 
tion Bench it is at once turned into a 
Party question. I remember the Leader of 
the House complaining on more than 


one occasion that he had not got a 
fighting Opposition, but immediately 


the Opposition try to do their duty they 
are met with torrents of abuse and are 
denounced as pro-Boers. 

In reference to this Bergl contract, 
let me point out what a curious trans- 
action it is. The fault of this new 
contract is not that they have got the 
meat at a fair price, but it is what is 
behind this contract. This new contract 
is an attempt on the part of the 

Mr. Dillon. 
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Kimberley combination to get their paw 
upon the whole meat supply of South 
Africa, and the result will be that the 
De Beers Mines will control not only the 
gold mines but also the meat supply of 
South Africa. We read in the news. 
papers of many different complications 
and the same things are repeated for 
many weeks. The Scotsman declares 
that— 

“One of the last things which Mr. Rhodes 
did in this country before he left it a couple of 
months ago was to initiate the syndicate of 
which a good deal will probably be heard in 
tomorrow’s debate.” 

[ believe that it is really true that this 
syndicate isan attempt on the part of 
De Beers Mines to hold still tighter their 
monopoly of the whole business of South 
Africa, and to oust the Cold Storage 
Company. It is stated that this Com- 
pany has recently carried £1,000,000 
to its reserve fund, and probably Mr. 
Rhodes felt that this was too formidable 
a rival to have in South Africa. No 


‘doubt when Mr. Rhodes and the Bergl 


combination are established they will 
buy out the Cold Storage Company and 
thus secure a complete monopoly. Ii 
there was no other case but this particular 
contract, I think the necessity for grant- 
ing an inquiry is fully established. 


(9.52.), COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire, Newport) said he desired to 
object at once, and strongly, to the use 
by the hon. Member who had just sat 
down of the word “our.” He did not 
consider the word applicable between the 
hon. Member and those who were loyal 
hon. Members of the House. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh !”] He would read at once the 
passages on which he based that state- 
ment. The hon. Member who had just 
sat down said in Tipperary 

“Tf only Irishmen had jthe same «rus 
as the Boers, they would, I am sure, give as 
good an account of themselves. 

The hon. Member for East Mayo also 
said in Tipperary on November 10th 

“That Government conducted on principles 
such as those adopted by the English Govern- 
ment at present was an accursed Government 
and a Government which the people of Ire- 
land-——” 

[Opposition cries of “Order, order!” 
‘There was no question of order about it. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo had 
used the word “our,” and he had a 
| perfect right to repudiate his title to use 
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that word. The hon. Member for East | honour of those he was more interested in 


Mayo in that speech went on to say— 


« 4 Government which the people of Ireland 
would be justified in throwing over by force 
of arms if they were able to do so.” 


After that the Leader of the Opposition 
reiterated at Stirling his charges of 
barbarism against our troops, and the 
hon. Member for East Mayo, speaking 
at Newry on November 2nd, said— 
“They had seen the Boers persecuted with 
an amount of atrocity unparalleled in the 
annals of modern civilisation. As a last 
resort, the women and children of the Boers 
had been forced by the soldiers of England 
into murder camps, where they were being 
deliberately slaughtered by thousands.” 
A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Every word 
of itis true.]| On behalf of every loyal 


man in this country he repudiated the | 


title of the hon. Member to use the 
word “our” in this connection. Let him 
talk of “my party ” and those associated 
with him who the other day cheered 
Lord Methuen’s disaster. Let him do 
that, but the hon. Member was not en- 
titled to use the word “our” in any 
connection which associated him with the 
loyal subjects of the King. 

The hon. Member for East Mayo had 
made certain charges in his speech, 


and he would refer briefly to them | 


because he could show the pervading 
inaccuracy which governed all the 
charges made on the opposite side of the 
House. It had been said that the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Dulwich had 
made charges against the honour of 
British officers. The hon. Member who 


made that charge omitted to add that | 


before the Committee which inquired 
into the matter the hon. Member for 
Dulwich withdrew every one of those 
charges. The hon. Member had alluded 
to the Bergl contract, and he had told the 
House and the country that somebody 


‘in South Africa. 


made a profit of £6,000,000 out of it. | 


He would remind the hon. Member for 
East Mayo of the answer which was given 
in the House on the 10th of March. 


The | 


total amount paid to the Cold Storage | 


Company from the 31st of April, 1901, 
was about £4,773,000. Therefore, it 
was very difficult to account for the 
discrepancy between a profit of £6,000,000 
and a total payment of under £5,000,000. 
He would not consider that point further 
for he had other work to do, and other 


charges to meet which were of more | 


interest and of more value, touching the 


He would not deal 
further with the trumpery charges of 
those hon. Gentlemen who swore loyalty 
to the Crown in this House and then 
went into their own country and re- 
pudiated their oath before the world at 
large. He had much more interesting 
matter to deal with. In this charge he 
exonerated the Leader of the Opposition, 
whom he was certain would never stoop 
to any such methods. He had, however, 
to deal with charges made by those who 
followed the leadership of the right hon. 
tentleman. They were charges made by 
those upon whom the Leader of the 
Opposition depended for what little status 
he had left. He had to deal with charges 
made by those hon. Members upon whom 
the right hon. Gentleman would depend 
for the poor support he would get in the 
division lobby that night, and the still 
poorer support he would get in the 
country day by day. From the course of 
the debate it seemed to him that a certain 
number of Members had constituted 
themselves a secret detective corps to 
practise espionage on the conduct of 
officers of the British Army, with a dirty 
and contemptible hope of discovering a 
scandal. [| Oh, oh!” and cries of 
“ Order.” 


-*Mr. SPEAKER: That is hardly Par- 
liamentary language to use of Members 
of the House. 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY  with- 
drew the expression, leaving it to the 
judgment of Members, after hearing the 
facts, to say whether in private life they 
would use epithets less strong. The 
House did not know the fact that he was 
now ‘going to bring before it. On the 
opposite side of the House he knew there 
were men who were as jealous as he was 
for the honour and credit and reputation 
of those who were fighting for them in 
South Africa. He was willing to believe 
that there were many hon. Members on 
the opposite side of the House who would 
be ready to spring to their feet to defend 
what he was now going todefend. He felt 
certain that when they had heard what 
he had to say they would not be inclined 


| to speak lightly of the matter. Charges 


were made in the debate last night by 
the hon. Member for West Nottingham 
and the hon. Member for Northampton 
reflecting upon the honour and reputa- 
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tion of certain British officers. He was 
going to defend those British officers and 
prove that those charges ought never to 
have been made. further, he was 
going to bring against the hon. Members 
who made those charges the charge of 
having been neglectful of the honour of 
those whom they ought to have been 
most careful about, and of having made 
charges which they ought to be ashamed 
of having made. 
previous night's 
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debate the hon. 


Member for West Nottingham alleged | 
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| Cotonst KENYON-SLANEY : What 
can be the object of stating that, unless 
|to impugn the good faith of the person 
| named. 


| Mr. LABOUCHERE: I leave the 

House to form its own judgment in the 
| matter, but when the hon. Gentleman 
said that this was before the war he 
, knew that Major Peters and his brother 
officer were sent over afterwards to buy 
'horses in the Argentine, and these 
horses were sent by Houlder’s ships. 


that Major Peters, while an officer in the | 


femount Department, was in friendly 
relations with Messrs. Houlder and 
invested £1,000 with them. 
alleged, was done at the time Major 
Peters had the giving out of trans- 
port contracts. ‘Lhis was no frivolous 
charge; it was a charge that should not 
be made against the humblest servant 
of the State without the most careful 
examination of evidence, and _ still 
more carefully should evidence be 


weighed when the charge was made’ 


against a gallant officer, now Governor 
of Pretoria, who had carried his life in 
his hand serving his country. What 
were the iacts in regard to the charge 
against Major Peters! The hon. Member 
for Northampton was in his place ; would 
he say where he got his information ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he obtained 
it from the list of shareholders at 
Somerset House, anybody, by paying one 
shilling, can obtain the name of anybody 
holding shares. I find there that Major 
Peters holds £1,000 worth of shares in 
Houlder’s Company. 


CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY said the 
hon. Member should have taken the 
trouble before making this charge to 
ascertain when the cheque was vail, and 
verify his facts. It was paid on June 6th, 
1898, sixteen 
broke out. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I stated the 
exact times when Major Peters had been 
to the Argentine. I said that he was 
there in 1897 and 1898 and that he 
came home to England with two other 
officers, and that on coming home he 
had £1,000 in the company. 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


This, it was | 


months before the war | 


CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY : Then, 
Sir, the hon. Member means to repeat 
his insinuation, and on behalf of Major 
Peters, although I have never seen him 
/and do not know him, I beg to repudiate 
absolutely such an insinuatiori. It seems 
to me an untenable and hopeless _pro- 
position ; and I appeal to the general 
sense of fair play in this House whether 
this sort of charge ought to be brought 
in the House of Commons against an 
officer who, previous to the war, made an 
investment in the exercise of a discretion 
which was entirely within his right. | 
make the suggestion that this informa- 
tion may have been drawn from other 
sources. I have heard of servants who 
had been dismissed, or of one who had 
been summarily dismissed, and of another 
who had the option of resigning to save 
himself from being summarily dismissed. 
Are you sure that no information came 


from them on any of these points ?!*;* 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: [| tell the hon. 
Gentleman that I know absolutely 
nothing about it, except the fact that 
Major Peter's name is down at Somerset 
House as having £1,000 in the Company. 
There were no servants that I ever 
heard of dismissed, and I really do not 
understand what the hon. Gentleman 
means. I think the hon. Gentleman is 
himself making insinuations. He would 
do well to be a little more definite. 


CoLtoneL KENYON-SLANEY said he 
‘repeated distinctly that this reference 
was made by the hon. Member with the 
intention—at all events it had the effect 
—of producing an unfair impression as 
to Major Peter’s position. On behalf of 
| Major Peters, whom, he repeated, he had 
‘never seen and did not know, he 
repudiated these proceedings. Was it an 
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unknown thing that hon. Members of | 
this House might defend the honour of 
men they did not know ! Hon. Members 
seemed to forget that the honour of one 
British officer was dear to another, 
that the honour of one Englishman 
ought to be dear to another. Ii 
they would only act on that supposition 
it would save them from such a 
ridiculous position as that in which they 
were now placing themselves. That | 
was not the only imputation made | 
in the course of the debate. 

An imputation had also been made 
in regard to the position of General 
Truman. Considering the circumstances 
in which General Truman was placed, it 
would have been fairer play, more 
reasonable charity, and more gentleman- 
like behaviour not to have tried to 
make capital out of a total holding in 
preference shares amounting to thirty- 
five sovereigns. That could not be 
dragged into the debates of the House 
with any other intention than to pre- 
judice the position of General Truman 
in the estimation of the country. ‘This 
was not clean fighting; it was not 
generous fighting ; everyfinstinct of the 
House ought to run counter to such 


fighting ; and those who made such 
accusations were responsible for the 


degradation which was thereby brought 
upon the House. The Hungarian horses 
ought to be put to a test with a view to 
the future. He suggested that the final 
and best way of settling the question 
whether Hungarian horses would be 
likely to be useful would be to purchase 
a certain number, say 100, at a reason- 
able price and subject them to tests 
under service conditions in summer and 
winter in this country, in order to see 
whether they would or would not be 
useful for the purposes of our Army. It 
was to be remembered that those very 
Hungarian horses which had been de- 
scribed as utterly unfit for the work, 
and which they were told ought never 
to have been selected, had been well 
spoken of by the Yeomanry who used 
them. That was in evidence in Colonel | 
Birkbeck’s Report, and when it was 
remembered that they could not be 
tried before starting, and that they | 
could only be bought, hon. Members had | 
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He would leave behind a number of 
minor points which had been dealt with 
in the course of the debate, and would 
come now to the question now before the 
House. He wanted to bring under the 
consideration of the House the question 
—What do the ordinary level-headed 
British public outside of this House 
think of this Vote of Censure which 
has been moved by the right hon. Gentle- 
man? He would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman of what the general opinion 
of the mass of the people of this country 
was upon this point. [Laughter.] He 
would remind him at all events of 
what he thought of it. He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
if he chose to submit any one of his 
followers for re-election, it would be 
found that he was a great deal too 
correct. People outside the House were 
saying that the Motion was unreal and 
absurd, and their reason for saying so 
was that they recognised in it an ab- 
solutely farcical element. They knew 
perfectly well that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not contemplate the contingency 
of replacing the present Government by 
any Government he could form under 
any possible circumstances. They knew 
that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
running to win. He would have to re- 
pudiate the results of his victory if he 
did win. It was well known throughout 
the country that the demand of the 
Leader of the Opposition could not be 
granted, and that it would prevent that 
efficiency which he did not preach, while 
Lord Rosebery did. The right hon. 
Gentleman stood in the country for in- 
efficiency in the same way as Lord 
Rosebery stood for efficiency ; and it 
was not very likely that the people of 
this country were going to take an in- 
efficient Prime Minister when they could 
not get an efficient one. They could 
not get an efficient Prime Minister out 
of the result of this Motion. The country 
was asking what was the right of the 
right hon. Gentleman to bring forward 
this Motion. [At this point Sir Henry 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, who was about 
to leave the House by the Speaker’s 
Chair, turned round again, and, amid 
laughter and cheers, resumed his seat 


no right to find fault with those who | to hear the hon. and gallant Member’s 


bought them. 


| references to himself.] The right hon. 
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Gentleman was remembered by many 
soldiers as a Minister for War for whom | 
they had a great admiration, and as one 

who hadthe interests of the Army at 

heart ; but the people of this country | 
were saying that if there was one man 
who, if he had been in the position of the 
present Secretary for War, would have re- 
pudiated this Motion it would have been 
the right hon. Gentleman himself. He 
would have done that out of his own 
knowledge of what was necessary for the 
War Office. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(rising and going to the Table): Will my 
hon. and gallant friend allow me to go 
now ? 


CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY said the 
permission to go had been already 
extended to the right hon. Gentleman 
by three-fourths of the Liberal Party. 
that the 


He was only sorry right 
hon. Gentleman had not gone before 
his part in politics had been to 


prolong the war. Those who might at 
some future time have the right to 
question this or that incident in the 
administration of the Government ought 
to unite, at all events at present, in 
showing to our enemies in the field the 
determination of this country to finish 
the war at all costs on the condition on 
which alone it had been laid down that it 
could finish. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): On a_ point of, 
order, I wish to ask you, Sir, whether the 
question of South African politics has 
anything to do, directly or indirectly, 
with the question of Army contracts. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman is in order. 


CotoneL KENYON-SLANEY said 
at all events he declined to appeal to hon. | 
tentlemen in that quarter of the House. 
They had taken their line, they had _ 
repudiated all connection with the war, | 
they had even ventured to cheer British 
defeats and British disasters, and for his | 
present purpose they were altogether | 
outside the pale of hon. Members to 
whom he would dare to address himself, | 
In another part of the House there were | 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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many hon. Gentlemen as loyal and 
patriotic as they were, and as much in. 
clined to do what was right for their 
country, though they might differ 
possibly on some of their views as to the 
roads they were to travel. He appealed 
to them, and would point out that if 
they supported these rather miserable 
and contemptible votes of censure they 
would be weakening this Empire, and 
would be merely snapping and snarling 
at the heels of government. They must 
recognise, as Lord Rosebery had said, a 


| possible basis for the formation of a 


future Government and they must know 
that to separate one atom of the country 
from another was the way to destroy a 
rapid finish of this war. He did appeal 
to them, if they regarded the conclusion 
of this war as a matter of paramount 
necessity, to dissociate themselves with 
those connected with the continuance of 
this war, and to support them at all 
events until the war was concluded. 
When the war was concluded, ict them 
rend the Government to pieces if they 
could, and point out where they had 
failed in their administration and duty. 
But until that time if they were 
patriotic men their duty was to do all 
they could to support the only possible 
Government which could deal with the 
situation. 


(10.33.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I 
shall not attempt to follow the represen- 
tative and spokesman of the “‘thought- 
ful” classes of the country, who 
has attempted to prove his claim to that 
title by addressing a speech to us at least 
three-quarters of which, as far as I could 
gather, had no relevance, direct or in- 
direct, proximate or remote, to the ques- 
tion now before us. The hon. Gentle- 
man has reproached us, reproached wy 
right hon. friend the Leader of the Op- 
position, with bringing forward a 
wanton and unnecessary vote of censure 
against the Government. Sir, it cannot 
be too clearly stated that this Motion is 
only a vote of censure against the 
Government because the Government 
have chosen to makeit so. If, indeed, it 
had been dictated, or could have been 
shown to have been dictated, by a spirit 
of merely factious and frivolous curiosity, 
or, if, again, it assumed that the pro- 
posed inquiry could only issue from a 
sentence of condemnation against the 
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action or inaction of the Executive, then | 
[agree the case would be a very differ- | 
ent one. But the Motion of my right | 
hon. friend has neither of those features. 
The demand for investigation which he 
makes implies that we are not yet in 
possession of the information which 
would enable us to arrive at a definite 
judgment, or to make a final apportion- 
ment, whether of praise or of blame. 

The Secretary of State for War himself, 
in his speech last night, admitted candidly 
and emphatically that there was so 
strong a prima facie case for inquiry, in 
the interests, not of party, but of the 
public service, in the interests of the re- 
putation of the officers in the field and of 
the War Office itself, that such an in- 
quiry as is here demanded must sooner 
or later take place. Well, if that is so, 
what I may call the dialectical issue be- 
tween us is reduced within the narrow- 
est possible compass. It is granted by 
universal admission that it is both politic | 
and necessary that there should be an 
inquiry. The only question is—shall 
that inquiry be held promptly and at 
once, or shall it be postponed to some 
indefinite date in the future—for I think 
even the Government now recognise that | 
the date of the termination of the war is | 
a matter which they cannot fix for | 
themselves, 4nd that it rests with the 
counsels of Providence. Is it, I say, to 
be postponed to an indefinite date, and | 
then take place as part of a gigantic | 
general inquisition into the whole con- | 
duct of the war, which promises, as far | 
as I can see, to rival, both in length | 
and duration and in the gradual decline 
of public interest which is likely to} 
accompany it, the impeachment of | 
Warren Hastings? That is the point, 
and, with deference to the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down, it is the 
only point at issue between us tonight. 

Before making some observations upon 
that, I should like to be permitted to 
avert to one or two considerations of a 
more general character, affecting the 
constitutional rights and duties of the 
House of Commons. Our annals are 
full of precedents in relation to a situa- 
tion of this kind. One of the most 
recent and perhaps the most celebrated 
is that which is furnished by Mr. Roe- 
buck’s Motion, in the course of the 
Crimean War, for a Committee of In- 


VOL. CV. _—‘([FourtH Series. ]} 





{18 Marcu 1902} 


and other Contracts, 418 


quiry, which brought about the down- 
fall of Lord Aberdeen’s Government. 
Lord John Russell, who, it will not be 
denied I suppose, was a great con- 


| stitutional authority, was at that time, 
‘if I remember right, Leader of this 


House ; and he, differing from some of 
his colleagues, was of opinion that that 
Motion could not be resisted. He left 
the grounds for his opinion on record 
in words which I think I may venture 
to quote to the House. Lord John 
Russell wrote— 

“Inquiry is the proper duty and function of 
the House of Commons. When the British 
arms have suffered a_ reverse, this duty has 
always been performed.” 

And then he referred to the loss of 
Minorea, the capitulation of General 
Burgoyne, and the failure of the Wal- 


_cheren expedition, and went on to say— 


“ Inquiry is indeed at the root of the powers 
of the House of Commons. Upon the result 
of that inquiry must depend the due exercise 
of those powers. If through vicious organi- 
sation the public affairs are ill-administered, 
the remedy is better organisation. If there is 


‘ delay and confusion in the execution of orders, 


and injury has arisen, subordinate officers 
should be removed. If the fault is traced to 
the responsible Ministers of the Crown, they 


| should be subjected to censure and, if neces- 


sary, to removal.” 


These are the words of a great consti- 
tutional authority, of a member of the 
Cabinet into whose conduct of the war 
—the war not being over—a Motion for 
the appointment of a Committee of 
Inquiry was being made. We were told 
last night by the Secretary of State— 


with perfect truth, though, I rather 
| } g 


thought, with unnecessary complacency 
—that the state of things in the Crimean 
war was very different from the state of 
things which prevails today in South 
Africa; that the scandals and the horrors 
of the Crimean war have not been re- 
produced in South Africa, as I hope they 
are never likely to be reproduced in any 
condition of affairs. It would be a start- 
ling commentary, indeed, upon the pro- 
gress of administrative reform, upon the 
advance of military science, yes, and 
upon the enormous increased expendi- 
ture, amounting, I suppose, to twice, if 
not three times, as much a year as at the 
time of the Crimean war, if we were not 
in a better position both as regards organ- 
isation, foresight, and administrative 
action than were our predecessors fifty 


Q 
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years ago. 
this comparison. The point of it is that 
you were then in the middle of a war in 
which the success of your arms at that 
moment was by no means assured, in 
which the military situation had a far 
more gloomy prospect than I for my part 
believe it has at this moment in South 
Africa. And yet even then, according 
to Lord John Russell—and not according 
to him alone, but according to the views 
and votes of the great majority of the 
House of Commons of that day, who, for 
the purposes of this Motion, discarded 
and set aside all their ordinary party 
associations—the case for an inquiry, 
and for an immediate inquiry, was made 
out. 

I freely admit that there is no such 
ease either of military or administrative 
disorganisation and disaster as occurred 
in the Crimean war. But what is 
the reason for inquiry here, admitted 
by the Secretary of State quite as 
fully as it is clazmed by us? The reason 
is not to put to silence—if I may quote 
an expression I heard used by the noble 
Lord the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office tonight—mutterings and insinua- 
tions. More than once in his speech 
tonight—and I rather regret it—the 
noble Lord used such words as “swindle” 
and “fraud” in a context which seemed 
to imply that charges of this nature 
were broadly circulated and_ freely 
believed in in respect to British officers. 
I believe the noble Lord to be under a 
complete misapprehension. No one is 
obliged, and I will go further and say 
no one is entitled, to act on mutterings 
and insinuations. For my part, and I 
believe that is the general temper of hon. 
Members on both sides of the House, I 
am prepared to dismiss from my mind 
every rumour, every bit of gossip, and 
even every piece of private information 
I have received, and take my stand, so 
far as the demand for this inquiry is 
concerned, upon the official documents 
presented to this House by the War 
Office and submitted by them to the 
consideration of the House and the 
country. I hope and believe, and I am 
certain I am speaking for the vast 


majority of the House when I say we all , 


hope and believe, that this inquiry, 


whenever it takes place, although it | 
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But that is not the point of | 
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errors of judgment, defects of organis- 
ation, want of foresight, want of money, 
and possibly malpractices on the part of 
some of the subordinate agents of the 
Government and of the contractors, yet 
I confidently both hope and believe that 
when theinquiry comes to an end, it will 
leave the honour of every British officer 
concerned unscathed and unstained. 

As I have said, the case for inquiry rests 
not upon suspicion, not upon insinuation, 
but upon official material. If I may 
venture to put into a sentence —I[ 
am not attempting to pass judgment— 
the kind of uneasy suspicion which the 
perusal of these papers, I think, leaves 
on the minds of all impartial persons, I 
should express it in this way—that it 
would seem that our Army in South 
Africa has been well tut ex- 
pensively fed, and expensively but 
not well horsed. May I - say 
two or three words about the horses, a 
topic which I approach, I can assure the 
House, on its technical side, with that 
trepidation which is becoming, but which 
is not always exhibited by an imperfectly 
instructed amateur. Any gentleman 
who has no more than a superficial 
acquaintance with that large and im- 
portant section of the British world, in 
and to which the horse is tle centre of 
interest, must be aware that the dissen- 
sions of theologians, or even of doctors, 
are cold and colourless compared with 
those which habitually prevail among 
the experts in that particular field. You 
may almost say, without exaggeration 
quot equites tot sententio. But, happily, in 
this matter we are not obliged to enter 
upon that dangerous and, I confess, to 
me unfamiliar ground. With these docu- 
ments here before you, he who runs may 
read ; and what do they tellus? I am 
now simply pointing out what seems to 
me to constitute strong primi facie 
grounds for further and immediate 
inquiry. They show us that, at the 
outbreak of the war in October, 1899, 
there were in South Africa, available 
for remounts, at the outside—I think I 
am giving credit for every horse, every 
cob, and every mule — some 8,000 
animals. I ask in passing, and I should 
like to {have an answer to this question, 
because I know it is one which perplexes 
the minds of many persons who are well 


may disclose, and I think it will disclose, | acquainted with these matters, why it 


Mr. Asquith. 





——a a a 


i i ee ee ee oe 6 


ill 


er 


ts 
n, 
Ly 


he 
es 


Ly 


i 





42] S. A. War—Remounts 
was—because everybody assumes that was 
an insufficient reserve—that steps were 
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not at once taken to procure additional | 


horses in South Africa itself ? 
number of hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
have been at the front; and I believe 
there is not a single one who will not 
agree with me-—I am speaking with the 
best information I can get—when I say 


I see a. 


$22 
about the Hungarian contractss We 
know that a profit of £45,000 was put 
into the pockets of the contractors for a 
total expenditure of £111,000. We 


and other Coutracts 


-hope and believe that that is not a 


that the South African horse is far better | 


fitted for the work of this campaign, by 
its constitution, its shape, its habits, 
its mode of feeding, and so on, than 
could 


any horse you get in any 
other part of the world. There 


were thousands of those horses avail- 
able at the time when the war broke 
out, hut I believe that the majority of 
them are now in the possession of the 
Boers. That, I think, is a point well 
worthy of inquiry and on which practi- 
cally no light is thrown by these copious 
telegrams and _ interrogatories, which 
appear in the White Paper before us. I 
only mention that parenthetically. 

Since the war began, some 300,000 horses 
and mules, speaking of remounts only, 
have been shipped from all parts of the 
world to South Africa. With what 
result ? We have, in this official record, 
two very remarkable documents. First 
of all the Report of Colonel Birkbeck in 
December, 1900, and I may say, without 
unfairly pressing its purport, that on the 
whole it is acondemnatory Report. Then 
I go to the very last document in the 
book—a telegram from Lord Kitchener, 
as late as January 22nd, 1902, only six 
weeks ago—in which he pronounces his 
judgment at the state of the horses 
supplied at this advanced stage of the 
war. He says :— 

“A considerable percentage of horses landed 
lacked the neceesary conformation and shape.” 
Therefore, you have first the state of 
things when the war broke out; then 
the verdict of your own expert when the 
war had been in progress for a year ; and 
finally, the judgment of the Commander- 
in-Chief in January. I am not exagger- 
ating the joint effect of those testimonies 
when I say that they amount to a severe, 
emphatic, and comprehensive condemna- 
tion of the manner in which this work 
of supplying horses to the Army has 
been carried on. Who shall say that 
there is no case for inquiry there? I 
will not go in detail into the question of 
price. We know a great deal too much 


‘investigation by a 


typical case ; but it may be typical. We 
have no reason to believe that it was 
exceptional in any of its circumstances ; 
and that case being the only one which 
has been authentically proved after 
Departmental Com- 
mittee, we have the strongest right to de- 
mand that a similarly searching investiga- 
tionshall take place in regard to the price of 
all the other contracts, for these admittedly 
inadequate, and to a large extent, unsuit- 
able horses. 


Then what about the meat? I 
believe that it has been excellent in 
quality. I quite assent to the claim made 


by the right hon. Gentleman last night. 
I do not believe that any Army in the 
field has ever been better supplied as re- 
gards food than the Army conducting 
these operations. But there again the 
contracts certainly suggest many topics 
which excite curiosity and demand in- 
vestigation. I will not say anything of 
the original contract made in South 
Africa by Lord Kitchener, and I agree 
that under existing circumstances that 
ought not to form the subject of close 
and detailed investigation, because you 
could not bring Lord Kitchener back 
from the Front to this country. [{Hon. 
Members cheered.| I do not understand 
those cheers. No min in his senses has 
ever proposed it. But what about the 
new contracts? They show a great differ- 
ence in point of price and a very large 
saving to the taxpayer. But I am not 
going to make insinuations, or, as the 
noble Lord says, to mutter suspicions, 
against this man or that, or to suggest 
that anyone has been guilty of corruption. 
But Ido say, speaking as a plain business 
man, accustomed to business transactions 
and to the investigation of them in the 
courts of law, that there are circum- 
stances connected with these contracts, 
and with the names of the parties to them, 
that do demand a certain amount of in- 
quiry. The many-sided part played by 
the ubiquitous figures of Weil and Messrs. 
Houlder isga significant and unprece- 
dented fea ure in Government contracts; 
and in the interests of the Government 
themselves and of the officers concerned, 
it is desirable that all the circumstances 
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attending the negotiation for and 
the execution of these contracts should 
be thoroughly investigated at the earliest 
possible moment. 

Then, Sir, what is the answer! I 
have stated the case without, I hope, 
undue exaggeration—a case which would 
appeal to any man of ordinary common 
sense as a case for inquiry. The right 
hon. Gentleman himself admits the 
necessity for such an inquiry, but he 
pleads for delay. May | examine the 
grounds on which he asks for delay ? 
First he tells us that under existing con- 
tracts a new state of things has been 
brought about. ‘There is Lord Downe’s 
mission to the Cape, which is being con- 
tinued to Australia, and there are roving 
commissions of officers going about in all 
the horse-breeding countries of the world, 
even includng Palestine. | am very glad 
to hear it, but what has that to do with 
the contracts of the past? The War 
Office has now taken business-like pre- 
cautions, and is employing competent 
persons and searching on a systematic 
plan for supplies. That is very good 
news; but it does not absolve the House 
from the duty of inquiring about how 
the work was performed in the past, 
and why the precautions, now admitted 
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to be necessary, were not’ taken 
before. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man makes a point of the absence 


of many of the officers who actually 
made the contracts; and he says that 
you cannot adequately investigate the 
matter in their absence. But | gather 
from the right hon. Gentleman's own 
statement that as regards Australia, out 
of four officers concerned two are ayail- 
able; in Argentina, of five concerned 
two are available; in Italy, of two 
concerned one is available ; and in Spain, 
of five concerned three are available; 
and as regards Hungary there is no 
difficulty whatever, because the officers 
have been already examined. Therefore, 
the contention that there is an absence 
of the necessary witnesses is refuted by 
the right hon. Gentleman's own state- 
ment. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
tells us that the Department is subject 


to a very great strain, and that the 
officials working nine and a half 
hours a day, and dealing with ten 


thousand contracts ina year. I have no 
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, duties 


doubt of it, but I was rather surprised to | 


Mr. Asquith. 
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learn, after all that we have heard 
about decentralisation, that the number 
of papers which have to be dealt with 
have risen from 40,000 to 124,000 a 
year. Every one sympathises with the 
officers of this Department, and no one 
desires to impose on them excessive 
burdens. But what does it really 
amount to? Supposing a Committee of 
the House were sitting to investigate on 
two days a week, how many additional 
hours would, in point of fact, be imposed ? 
Does the right hon. Gentleman tell us, 
as head of the Department, that, in 
respect of that exceptional and tempor- 
ary strain, it is not capable of doing 
what any merchant’s office in the city 
would do—employing additional help 
to relieve the officials of the routine 
which do not require expert 
knowledge ? A Government office is a 
fearful and wonderful thing, I know, 
but none the less it is possible to delegate, 
at any rate, a substantial part of the 
every-day routine share of the work to 
persons temporarily employed in it. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): You cannot take away the heads 
of the office. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I do not think that 
considerations of that kind ought to be 
allowed to interpose. I say so, not that 
I have any want of consideration or 


feeling for these gentlemen. I believe 
that they are hard worked and 
very deserving officials; but when- 


ever this House insists in the public 
interest upon an investigation, it should 
not be forgotten that the additional 
burden for the time being imposed on 
the officers of a department is one of the 
terms on which they hold their offices. 
It isno want of consideration to demand 
from them that which they are bound to 


do. With reference to this question of. 


the excessive strain on the Department, I 
may point out, what the right hon. 
Gentleman did not point out, that there 
have been, and there are now going on, 
inquiries into this matter as to which both 
the objection arising from the absence of 
the necessary witnesses and the objection 
arising from the supposed additional 
pressure on the officers of the Depart- 
ment are quite as relevant as they are 
to this inquiry. In 1900 we had the 
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inquiry into contracts upstairs. Itdid not 
intreduce any great dislocation into the 
War Office or any other Department of 
State. Then you had the Departmental 
Committee which the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself appointed to investigate 
the remounts in Hungary, and which 
sat for a considerable time. You have 
now got—I admit, it is somewhat 
shrouded in mystery——this Court of In- 
quiry into General Truman, the terms 
of reterence to which really involve a 
Court of Inquiry as satisfactory and 
exact the same necessity of sending for 
witnesses and employing officers of the 
Department as woud this inquiry. | 
am told that the War Office themselves 
have instituted in Ireland, quite properly, 
I think, an action against one of their 
subordinate agents for receiving illicit 
commissions for the purchase of horses ; 
and this will involve a most searching in- 
quiry into the whole of the contracts 
made in Ireland and the same objection 
as to witnesses and additional work on 
the Department. 

lf the inquiry now asked for is to 
be effective—and, I assume, everyone 
desires it to be effective—it must be 
prompt. It must be prompt while the 
witnesses are available, while the events 
are recent, while the memory is fresh, 
while interest is keen, and, | will venture 
to add—it is net an unimportant con- 
sideration —while the public attention is 
concentrated upon it. In another year ! 
Who shall sav whether the time for the 
fulfilment of the promise of the Govern- 
ment will have then arrived? But, 
whenever the time does arrive, none of 
these conditions will any longer exist. 
The witnesses will be scattered; not a 
little of the evidence—and | speak with 
some experience of these matters——of an 
incriminating character will be destroyed 
and gone beyond recall. The edge both 
of memory and of interest will become 
blunt. More than that, the mass of 
other material, material for a hundred 
different inquiries, will have accumulated 
to vast and unmanageable dimensions ; 
one topic of interest and of investiga- 
tion will be struggling and competing 
with another; and [ confess that I for 
one, when I contemplate the pros- 
pect, despair of any solid result. 
What is my inference? My inference is 
that to all intents and purposes, the 
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choice lies between an inquiry now and 
no inquiry at all. To whom do we owe 
the inquiry ? First and foremost, of 
course, to the House of Commons and to 
the taxpayers we represent ; but we owe 
it also to the soldiers still in the field, to 
the relatives and friends of those who 
are dead, to the efficient conduct of the 
war which is still going on, and perhaps, 
above all, to the prevention once and for 
ever in the future of like abuses with 
all the mischief and misery which they 
bring in their train. The right hon. 
Gentleman last night and the noble 
Lord today have spoken of the cruelty 
of keeping officers under suspended 
judgment. That is just the injustice of 
which the proposal ot the Government 
is guilty. Here are men—-many, and so 
far as | am concerned, I am quite ready 
to believe all—of whom, though they 
may be labouring under — suspicion 
because they have been concerned in 
one or other of the contracts, are per- 
fectly innocent of anything like guilty 
complicity or dishonourable conduct, and 
the judgment oi the public is suspended. 
Yet you profess to be their friends, act- 
ing in their interest, and in the vindica- 
tion of their character, when you post- 
pone the only possible means of bringing 
to an end these suspicions and of 
terminating that suspense that of a 
definite inquiry. I venture to submit 
that the dilatory pleas of the right hon. 
Gentleman have no substantial value. 
I regret, though I was not altogether 
surprised, that he sought to supplement 
them by appeals to prejudice and by 
suggestions of motive. I will not refer 
again to what he said about other cam 
paigns in which this or other countries 
have been engaged, and which appeared 
to me to have no relevance whatsoever 
to the present question. The right hon. 
Gentleman actually brought out from the 
recesses in which | had begun to hope it 
had been permanently ensconced the 
well-worn topic of cordite. As I under- 
stood him, he appeared, at any rate, to 
suggest that after the four years which 
elapsed between 1895 and 1899 the War 
Office was still suffering from the state 
of destitution and starvation in which 
my right hon. friend left it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My argument was 
that after having doubled the supply left 
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by the right hon. Gentleman we barely 


found it to be adequate. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I should like very 
much to know—although it is not strictly 
relevant to the discussion—when the 
right hon. Gentleman doubled it. That 
is a matter which we may have an 
opportunity of discussing on some future 
oceasion. I should be glad to know the 
date—it will be awaited with some con- 
siderable curiosity. Then, not content 
with introducing the totally irrelevant 
question of cordite, the right hon. Gentle- 
man Went on to suggest that those who 
support this Motion are guilty at best of 
reckless indifference, if not active hos- 
tility, to the efficient and successful con- 
duct of the war. Now, if I thought that 
the carrying of this Motion and the 
institution of the inquiry which it sug- 
gests would hamper or hinder for a day 
the effective prosecution of the war, I 
hope I shall be believed when I say | 
would not vote for it. That is not the 
spirit in which it is proposed; that is 
not the spirit in which we are sup- 
porting it. I will not retaliate upon 
the right hon. Gentleman in his own 
fashion. I do not accuse him of desiring 
to burke inquiry and to keep these trans- 
actions concealed behind their present 
veil of secrecy and suspicion. | believe 
that he is as honestly desirous as we are 
that in every interest concerned, every 
interest, the inquiry should be searching, 
thoroughgoing, and final. Sir, it is not 
a question, let me remind the House, 
merely of apportioning blame between | 
this man and that ; still less is it a ques- 
tion of personaland Departmental con- 
venience. Our object should be not 
merely to visit upon those who are re- 
sponsible their share of responsibility for 
the errors and shortcomings of the past, 
but to safeguard the present, and still 
more to provide against the future. It 
is with that object equally to be desired 
in the interests of the officers concerned 
and of the public service that I shall give 
to the Motion of my right hon. friend 
my unhesitating support. 


(11.14.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
need hardly tell the House that I 
am not in agreement with the speech , 
to which we have just listened: but I | 
will say this for it, 
Mr. Brodrick. 


‘COMMONS: 


that in the first | 
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place it raised the tone of the debate 
above the level of comedy, which so far, 
at all events, as many of the speeches on 
the other side are concerned, has charac- 
terised it. And I will go further and say 
that I entirely accept the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman that in the 
Motion in favour of which he has spoken, 
and for which he means to vote, he does 
not desire either to impede the administra- 
tion of the War Office, to injuretheGovern- 
ment, or to hamper the war. Yes, Sir, 
but as regards that last point, does 
the right hon. Gentleman speak tor the 
great mass of hon. Gentlemen on that 
side of the House? Has he any title to 
speak for others than himself and a 
certain number of his friends who, I am 
sure, sincerely adopt the view he has 
expressed, but which is notoriously not 
the view of a very large number of 
Gentlemen on that side of the House. 
The Motion, if carried, would undoubt- 
edly, in our judgment, militate against 
the objects which the right hon. 
Gentleman professes to serve. But 
whether that is true or not, this at all 
events is certain, that it is advanced 
and has been advocated with the 
direct intention of displacing the pre- 
sent Administration; and probably it 
would not be looked at askance—by 
some, at least, of those who are going 
to support it—if, as another consequence, 
it were greatly to hamper the conduct 
of the war. [‘‘Shame.”] At any rate, 
the right hon. Gentleman had got us 
above German water level, and we are 
not obliged—at all events, I do not ieel 
myself obliged—to deal with the aspects 
of the question which some of the 
most brilliant speakers on the other side 
have presented with so much humour in 
the course of the last forty-eight hours. 
The right hon. Gentleman has told 
us that it is our fault that this 
Motion has been taken as a vote of 
censure. That is an amazing statement 
Does the right hon. Gentleman suppose 
that a Committee of this sort, asked 
for by one side of the House and 
refused by the other, can be anything 
else but a vote of censure? It must 
be perfectly patent to every one, as it 
must be self-evident to everybody, and 
it is certainly self-evident to the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Motion 


for which he means to vote is a Motion: 
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which, it carried, would turn out the 


present occupants of these Benches, | 
though who would be — substituted 
in their place, IL confess I have 


not the faintest idea. The right hon. 
Gentleman in supporting this  con- 
stitutional doctrine, as he called it, went 
back to the Crimean war and quoted 
some dite of Lord John Russell’s to the 
effect—as I understood him—that an 
inquiry of this sort, whenever it is asked 
for by the responsible Opposition, ought 
to be granted immediately by the Govern- 
ment of the day. Ido not contest the 
right hon. gentleman’s version of Lord 
John Russell's doctrine. But I would 
remind him that there were other 
eminent statesmen who spoke in the 
same debate, and took a very different 
view of the question. There is one parti- 
cular statesman | will venture to quote, 
as I know he will carry weight with the 
right hon. Gentleman. That is Mr. Glad- 
stone. Mr. Gladstone took part in the 
debates while he was a Member of the 
Government against which the inquiry 
was directed, and he also spoke after he 
had ceased to be a member of the 
Government ; and whether in office or 
out of office, he strenuously and con- 
tinuously maintained that an inquiry of 
the very kind which the right hon. gentle- 
man now desires was an inquiry which 
ought not to be granted. The hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries stated in 
his speech that, in the great day of 
Parliamentary government,—when chal- 
lenged a; to the time, he said he meant 
thirty years ago,—all such inquiries when 
demanded were granted. I think the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s thirty years 
were very well selected, because if he had 
said twenty-seven years instead of thirty 
it would have appeared that the “‘ great 
days of Parliamentary government ”’ had 
already vanished during Mr. Gladstone's 
term of office from 1880 to 1885. 

| am astonished that when the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite was in the way of 
quoting precedents he did not think it 
worth while to look into {the most 
recent precedent with which we have to 


deal. What is that precedent? It is) 


the inquiry which this House insti- 
tuted into the scandals in connection 
with the Egyptian War of 1882. Those 
scandals, as appears from the Blue-book, 


were of a more serious kind—far more | 
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serious, | will venture to say, than any- 
thing which has been brought to light 
in the course of the present war. 
[*No.”}] Yes, far more serious. For 
example, 60 per cent. of the mules 
bought for transport were found to be 
wholly unfit for service; the hay for 
fodder was found to be full of old iron 
and stones ; the flour for the foed of the 
troops was so abominable in quality that 
it proved absolutely deleterious to health. 
I do not wish to rake up these old 
scandals, I merely wish to show the 
House that they were incomparably 
greater thanany which have beenbrought 
forward in the course of the present war. 
There was an inquiry. A Committee of 
this House sat, and a Committee of this 
House took a lot of evidence; but it did 
not make a Report. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON § (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I should like to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if it is not a fact that 
the Government dared not re-appoint 
that Committee, on which | sat. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That may 
have been the explanation of the fact | 
am just guing to bring before the House. 
The Government, of course, was the 
Government which the hon. Gentleman 
supported at the time. It was his 
Government. He may be perfectly right 
in making the suggestion—I1 should 
never have thought of making it—that 
they were afraid of further revelations. 
But I say at once I do not believe that 
was the case. I believe that the reason 
they gave for not re-appointing the 
Committee was the real reason. And 
what was the reason? The reason was 
that this Committee of inquiry into 
what happened in 1882 could not be 
carried on consistently with the public 
interest, because there were military 
operations then going on in Egypt, in 
1885. And what were those military 
operations compared with those that we 
are carrying on now? A»solutely petty 
But be- 
cause there were officers engaged in tho 
military operations whose evidence was 
required before a Committee could sit 
and carry out its work with efficiency, 
the Government of that day, quite 
rightly in my opinion, said they would 
not re-appoint the Committee ; and the 
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Committee never was re-appointed, and 
never reported. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Why ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Why? The 
reason, | believe, was the one I gave to 
the hon. Member. That was the reason 
alleged in this House by the Party who 
now sit on that Bench, and I believe it 
was the real reason. If that reason was 
valid in 1885, is it valid in 1902? If it 
was valid in 1885 in the circumstances of 
that comparatively insignificant war in 
Egypt, is it not doubly valid at a time 
when this country has sent out to South 
Africa an army which no country has 
ever sent out to such distant parts ef the 
world to fight its battles? 1 must say I 
think the right hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down was ill-advised when he 
went to precedents for some support 
for the Motion in favour of which he is 
going to vote before the evening is over. 

Well, Sir, I pass from the constitutional 
point--a very important point, I admit 

but I pass from that to that portion of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech in 
which he said that, so far as he is 
concerned, he never suggested and never 
would suggest on mere hearsay that any 
officer of the British Army was guilty of 
swindling and fraud. I accept the right 
hon. Gentleman’s statement. Not a 
word fell from him in the course of his 
speech which made insinuations of that 
kind, either explicitly or by implication. 
But he speaks for a Party, or, at least, I 
believe he speaks for a Party. Is that 
Party guiltless of the charge that we 
have brought against them ? Have there 
heen no insinuations in the course of 
this debate against the honour of British 
officers! Have no suggestions of swind- 
ling and fraud gone forth from those 
Benches to the country? I do not, of 
course, make the Bench opposite respon- 
sible for speeches made elsewhere upon 
that side of the House, but I suppose 
there is some responsibility attaching to 
the Member who is selected to second a 
Motion moved by the Leader of the 
Opposition. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman allude to me ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


and other Contracts. 432 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I did not 


second it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon, 
Gentleman had no official responsibility 
in the matter, of course I do not wish 
to associate his fortunes too closely with 
the Front Bench opposite; and if he was 
not asked immediately to follow in sup- 
port of the Motion, I have nothing more 
to say. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I did not say 


that. I said that I did not second it. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly 
understood— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: It was gossip. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are on the 


subject of gossip. I certainly did under- 
stand that the hon. Gentleman had been 
requested to bach up with a wealth of 
detail the general sketch of the 
brought forward by the Leader of the 
Opposition, but I do not wish to insist 
upon that. This, at all events, 
tain, that whatever may have been said 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition, or by the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken, other 
Members on that side of the House who 
have taken this case in charge have not 


case 


is cer- 


for a moment thought of abstaining 
from insinuations of every sort and 
kind against the honour of British 
officers; and —I suppose I must not 
call him the seconder of the Motion 


-the Gentleman who immediately sup- 
ported the right hon. Gentleman in his 
Motion is the worst offender. How ean 
you say this is not a campaign of in- 
sinuation and innuendo when the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North- 
ampton said that (ieneral 
Truman had shares in this Houlder 
Company to the amount of £35 in 
capital value he was influenced in giving 
contracts to that company ? 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: The noble Lord 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office has admitted that General Truman 
held £400 worth of shares. 


_ Lorp STANLEY: 
| at all. 


because 


I did not admit it 











432 
not 


hon. 
bility 
wish 
with 
> Was 
sup- 


nore 
Say 
‘inly 


ip. 


the 
der- 
been 
h of 
case 
the 
sist 
cer- 
said 
ider 
ion. 
ther 
who 
not 
ling 
and 
tish 
not 
tion 
sUp- 
his 
can 
in- 
on. 
rth- 
eral 
der 
in 


ing 


ord 
Var 
1an 








433 S. A. War—Remounts 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, the 


amount, I believe, is £35. Let us assume 
that the dividend of this company—the 
Houlder Company.—let us assume that 
the dividend of the company has been 
doubled by the iniquitous transactions 
in which General Truman involved the 
Government. I suppose that might 
possibly, putting it at the highest com- 
putation, put a £10 note into General 
Truman’s pocket—no, that is an ex- 
travagant estimate; let us say £5—and 
it is actually thought worth while by the 
Gentleman who immediately supported 
the Leader of the Opposition in this 
Motion to make the suggestion that a 
British general is to be bribed with a 
£5 note. And consider the kind of 
insinuation that has been made with 
regard to other contracts. Take the 
case of Bergl, about which, I think, we 
have heard enough, and more than 
enough, in the course of these debates. 
[An Hon. MempBer: And you will hear 
more of it yet.| For myself I may con- 
fess to being rather bored with it. But, as 
I understand the ease, it is this—-there is 
absolutely. no quarrel against the Bergl 
contract except this, that the gentlemen 
involved in it have names which do not 
happen to please the Opposition, and 
that Mr. Bergl, when he came to the War 
Office, frankly admitted, so | understand, 
that he himself was not in a position to 
carry out the contract, but was ready to 
produce backers. The War Office ex- 
amined whether they were satisfactory 
backe s ; they found they were, and they 
made the contract. I believe that 
is the whole story ; I have put it briefly, 
but I believe that is the whole story. 


Now, if that isthe whole story, what is 
thereto grumble at 2? You may object to 
the name of the man who got the 
contract, you may object to the names of 
his backers, but if it was the lowest 
contract, what has the taxpayer got to 
complain of ? What has the War Office 
got to complain of, and what has the 
public got to complain of ? Absolutely 
nothing, and when I hear the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dundee come forward 
and grumble because in making these 
contracts we did not give consideration to 


the manufacturers of Dundee, among | 


other places, or the colonies, I ask what is 
the principle which the free trade Party 
opposite would follow in these matters ? 
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It is an altogether new view, from them at 
' all events, that we ought to sacrifice the 
interests of the British taxpayer either to 
colonial interests or to those of the 
constituents of the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dundee. The War Office did 
what they were bound to do. They took 
the lowest contract, not only the lowest, 
but a contract which they knew would be 
‘carried out; and how anybody can 
complain of that in the interest of the 
proper prosecution of the war, or in the 
interest of the taxpayer, I am wholly 
unable for a moment to understand. But 
what [ have said up to the present does 
not touch the kernel and heart of the 
question. The kernel and heart of the 
question is this—do you think it right to 
have an inquiry, the desirability of which 
nobody denies, at the present moment, or 
do you think it better to defer it until the 
end of the war? The right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down said— 


9 


‘*The end of the war; when will that be? 

You cannot tell. It may be this year or next 
year, or the year after.” 
I am not going to say when the end ef the 
war is to be. I am not going to prophesy 
about that ; but if it is to be a three vears’ 
war, it will be admitted that we are at 
this moment in the middle of the war. 
[Opposition laughter.] That is a question 
of chronology. If it is going to last three 
years more we are about in the middle of 
it now, and we have three years hard 
work before us. Is it not evident that in 
these circumstances every sinew must be 
strained in the War Office, and in South 
Africa, and that no additional ounce of 
work should be put on those who 
are being so hard worked as it is? 
But if, on the other hand, the war is not 
going to last three years—and personally 
I do not anticipate any such unfortunate 
eventuality—if it is to last six months or 
a year, what is lost by deferring this in- 
quiry compared with the loss that must 
inevitably ensue if you insist on an in- 
quiry taking place at once ? 

I should like hon.Gentlemen to consider 
a little more carefully than they appear to 
have done what is involved in an inquiry 
now. The right hon. Gentleman.following 
in that respect the lead of the right hon. 
Gentleman who sits near him,says that the 
idea of calling Lord Kitchener }ack is a 
grotesque idea. _It is a grotesyue idea ; 
'but one of the greatest contracts you 

have to inquire into cannot be inquired 
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into unless he comes back, because he is 
the man who made it—lI refer to the 
original Cold Storage Contract. 1 will 
take another case. The hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dundee said he only 
wanted to look into the Bergl Contract, 
and it was on the Bergl Contract that he 
expended the greater part of his 
eloquence. You cannot look into the 
Bergl Contract unless you have Colonel 
Morgan back from South Africa. He 
knows more about it than anybody else, 
and no Committee could inquire for a 
week. for a day, into this contract with- 
out requiring the presence inthis country 
of Colonel Morgan. He is at work with 
Lord Kitchener in South Africa. But is 
there a man who would take upon him- 
self the responsibility of calling back at 
such a crisis in our military fortunes 
such a man as Colonel Morgan to this 
country! The thing is grotesque. 

I ask myseli—Who is going to profit by 
this inquiry so passionately asked for by 
right hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite ! Is it the taxpayer ofthe 
country! ‘The events we are asked to | 
inquire into are long-past events. They 
are events which produce no economy at | 
the present moment, for the extrava- 
gance, if extravagance there has been, is 
past and gone; the money has _ been 
squandered, the money is already lost ; | 
and I tail to see how the taxpayer is 
going to benefit by this inquiry. Are the 
soldiers at the Front going to benefit by 
it? The soldiers at the Front know who 
it is that have organised and can best 
continue to superintend the enormous 
work of providing for an Army of 
250,000 men 7,000 miles from their 
base. These are the very men whom 
you would recall if you had this inquiry. 
The soldiers, at all events, are little likely 
to thank—you first, for making insinua- 
tions against their honour, and then for 
destroying their efficiency by withdraw- 
ing from the field of action those who 
are most required by their country’s need. 
Is it the politicians you want to benefit ? 
I think, perhaps, it is. I do not know 
that they have very much to get by it. 
[do not know what any of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who are clamouring | 
for this inquiry are likely to get, either | 
politically or otherwise, from the labori- | 
ous investigation for which they profess 
to stand. But there is one person who | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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unquestionably would gain by it, and 
that is our enemy in the field. Useless 
it may be to the taxpayer, empty as far 
as the politician is concerned ; butto the 
enemy in the field an inquiry like this 
would be worth a reinforcement of 5,000 
men. I really am astonished when I 
hear a gentleman like the right hon. 
Member who has just spoken, and who 
has official experience, although not at 
one of the great military Departments— 
lam amazed to hear him talk in the light 
and airy way he does of the difficulties 
of carrying on investigations of this sort 
without disturbing the equanimity or 
efficiency of an office. How can you 
ask men already overworked to carry on 
that work and at the same time to pre- 
pare a case against a cross-examination 
in a Committee on which their future 
fortunes and their reputation depend ? 
These men are not accustomed, as we 
Party politicians are, to carry on the 
work of an Administration half the day 
and to fight for the other half against 
gentlemen whoare calling their deeds in 
question. It requires very special train- 
ing and practice to do that with equani- 
mity. Nobody knows this better than the 


‘right hon. Gentleman opposite. That is a 


training we really never give to the 
civil servants. They rightly trust the 
Parliamentary Party chiefs to defend 
them. When you ask men who have 
these responsibilities, when you ask 
them to come with their lives in 
their hands, as it were, before a 
Parliamentary Committee [laughter|]— 
well, that which is as valuable to them 
as their lives—namely, their honour—can 
you expect them to carry on this 
enormous work, this prodigious work 
that you have thrown upon them—the 
work which they are carrying out in so 
gallant, so energetic, and so patriotic a 
spirit ? The thing cannot be done ; and 
I am amazed at any man of Parliamen- 
tary experience supposing that it could 
be done. 

I do not speak with a view to 
the effect on the Government of an 
inquiry of this kind, because I am 
positively certain that such an inquiry 
could not but redound to the credit of 
the Government, and I say so because 
everybody knows that there never has 
been a war carried out by this country, 
or any other, under conditions in which 
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the troops atthe Front have been supplied 
one quarter as well as they have been 
supplied on the present occasion. Why 
is it that the public through these 
struggles has shown itself so calm ! 
What. under these circumstances, does 
it matter to the Government, or to a 
party, that in the stress, in the enormous 
and unexpected stress, of this war there 
may have been mistakes made here and 
there—too much given for the horses, 
too much given for freight, and all the 
rest of it? Do you think that the 
country is going to judge the Govern- 
ment on these lines! Not a bit of it, 
They will see that for the first time in 
our history we have had 250,000 men 
at the furthest parts of the globe. We 
have fed them, we have clothed them, 
and we have horsed them, and, in spite 
of all that has been said of the remounts, 
we have fed them, clothed them, and 
horsed them well. [‘* Oh!”’ and cheers. | 
Nobody can say the reverse. The 
country will judge, as they ought to 
judge. in the gross. They will see the 
broad results. They will know — of 
course they will know, as every man in 
this House in his conscience knows—that, 
broadly speaking, this work of provision- 
ing the troops and providing for them in 
the broadest sense has been well done. 
It has been well done under extraordinary 
difficulties, and it is only the mind of an 
accountant gone mad who would think 
that the blots—and I do not fora moment 
doubt that there are blots—on the 
picture I have painted to the 
alter and destroy its merits. But a Com- 
mittee, if granted, will not be granted be- 
cause the country thinks that our Army 
in South Africa is a neglected force. If 
it be granted, it will not only have the 
incidental effect of turning out the pre- 
sent Government—which, so far as the 
Government is concerned, 1s a matter of 
very small importance, whatever it may 
be with regard to the conduct of the war 
in South Africa and the management of 
our policy in that country—but it will 
inevitably clog the whole wheels of the 
administration, and it will have yet one 
further result, to which I earnestly call 
the attention of the House. 


passed over the early 
this war, in which 
stress and strain of public 


We have 
crisis of 
the great 
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necessity fell upon our spending 
Departments, and we are in those com- 
paratively calm times when we may turn 
our attention to pounds, shillings and 
pence—-whether too much was not given 
for this horse or that mule, whether too 
larze profits were not made by this 
shipping company or that meat supply 
company. Buc the time may come 
again, when this war is over, when an- 
other great national necessity comes 
upon us, when we have again to deal 
with unexpected forces brought to play 
upon our national being, when we have 
got to face difficulties uncontemplated, 
and which our Army organisation was 
not contrived to deal with immediately. 
In what spirit is such a crisis to be met ? 
If you pass this Resolution, if .you turn 
out the present Government, if you have 
this inquiry before the war is ended, 
every War Office official, every soldier, as 
long as this proceeding is remembered, 
will know that it is better to let the 
troops starve than to give a half-penny 
more for meat—that it is better to leave 
them without horses than rashly to 
give a price which a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee may think at some future time to- 
be excessive. If you are going to in- 
spire with this species of timidity those 
who have to act in times of crisis in our 
national life, you will not only paralyse 
the War Office while engaged in great 
operations, but you will throw on our 
successors or the successors of the right 
hon. Gentleman a burden which they may 
be ill fitted to sustain, and which in 
moments of great naticnal need may 
perhaps prove of the utmost injury to the 
nation. I ask the House, therefore, not 
to abandon an inquiry, not to let the 
ill-doer go free, not to let fraud go un- 
punished, but not in the meanwhile to 
clog the Departmental wheels at a moment 
of great national difficulty in a manner 
which would not only inflict a great 
injury on the present generation and the 
existing Government, but the consequences 
of which would be felt throughout a long 
and indefinite period of time. 


Question put. 


House divided :—Ayes, 191; Noes,. 


346. (Division List No. 81.) 
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Balfour, Rt. An Ger’ld W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell. Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bras-ev, Albert , 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown. Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
irymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

dullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 
Carlue, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Ceci], Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athelo 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| 
| 
| 
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ox. Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
ranborne, Viscount 

ripps, Charles Alfred 

ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,T. R. (T’rH mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixoa-Hartland,Sir Fr’d Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrenes, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Ellior, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGeraid,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, Will am 

Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H(Citv of Lond. 
Gibbs. Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon,Hn.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon, S. F. Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Al:red 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(W’dn’sbury 
Greene,SirE W(b’ry S Edin’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
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und other Contracts. 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence(K’nt, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath,James(Staffords.N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hopz,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh'm 
Howard,.J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey woud (Sussex) 
Kennawav,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H (Hants.,Fareli'm 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
L-veson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol.s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb, t skdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney.Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

M Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E. 
M’Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
MW’Killop, James(S irlingshire) 
Majendie James A. H. 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt Hn Sir H E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W. J. H (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

(Neill, Hon. Robe-t Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Penn, Jehn 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John Ss. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Raseh, Major Frederie Carne 
Rateliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Adjournment of 


REPAYMENT OF LOANS BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


Ridley. Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) | 


Ridley,S. Forde(Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon.Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isleof Wight | 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir FE. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M’ Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


that 
arisen. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
some technical 
It might be possible, though | 


the House. 444 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxfd Univ, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Yiscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart( Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. ( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ low Il-(Birm, 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilsen, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


I understand 
difficulties have 








the Select Committee on Repayment of 
Loans by Local Authorities that they 
have power to extend the scope of their 
inquiry to all parts of the United 
Kingdom.—(/r. Valter Long.) 


THE NEW ARMY SCHEME. 


On the Motion for the Adjournment of 
the House, 


* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
shire, Forest of Dean) asked the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he could state on 
what terms the Army scheme would be 
submitted for discussion on Friday. 


understand it would not be very regular, 
to discuss the proposals on the Vote for 
the salary of the Secretary of State for 
War, but in any case the House may 
rest assured that we will find some form 
of procedure which wil] enable my right 
hon. friend’s new proposals to be 
discussed. I fancy that that is all that 
is desired. Iam afraid that I cannot 
indicate at present the form which the 
procedure will take. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve 
o’clock, 
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Petitions. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 19th March, 1902. 
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The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


} LEYLAND AND FARINGTON GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


. CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
S TRAMWAYS. 

> Report [18th March] from the Select 
: Committee on Standing Orders read. 

: Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
: Howard Vineent and Mr. Churchill. 


: MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
: WAYS BILL, 
SALFORD CORPORATION BILL, 


s Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 











WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
S WATER BILL. 

: Reported [Preamble not proved] ; 
: Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour 
S lie upon the Table. 


; to 


CREMATION BILL. 
q Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
< lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 
Petitions for alteration of Law : From 


Stockport, and Queensbury ; tolie upon 
the Table. 


FOREIGN COMPETING GOODS. 
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\(two); Ballock; Wellshot; Bridge of 
Wen ; and Scottish Trout Anglers Associ- 
ation ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions. 


/HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AND RATING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Glossop ; 
and, Battersea, to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) PILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LABOUR BUREAU X (LONDON) BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Lancaster, 
Patricroft; Theydon Bois; North Lam- 
beth; and Battersea: to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BLLL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition from Kensington, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Strathpeffer ; 
Bo'ness; Fauldhouse; Leith; Glasgow 
(six); Ferryden; Alloa; Edinburgh 
| (three); Musselburgh ; Flemington ; Port 
'Gordon; Buckie; and Kilbarchan: to 

lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petition from Yeovil, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Gateshead, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





Petitions for the imposition of a Cus- 
toms Revenue Duty: From Battersea; | 
Swansea ; and Burnley ; to lie upon the 
Table. 





FRESH-W ATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour : From Harthill and 
Benhar ; Edinburgh (two); Glasgow 
VOL. CV. 


[FourRTH SERIES. | 








SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Leytonstone 
and Hotham ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL 


Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


R 
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VACCINATION ACT, 1898. 


Petition from Liverpool, for repeal of 
Section 2 ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAW) 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 28th February; Mr. O'Mara]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{| No. 110.] 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, Copy- 
hold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and other 
Acts for the year 1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 

Copy presented, of Annual Reports of 
Proceedings under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs 
(Weighing of Cattle) Acts, ete., for the 
year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. . 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (BUTTER 
REGULATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
to the Interim Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture to inquire into and 
report upon the desirability of Regula- 
tions for Butter, with a Digest of the 
Evidence and Appendices [hy Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MEDICAL COUNCILS. 

Accounts presented, for 1901, of the 
General Medical Council and Branch 
Councils, and of the Dental Registration 
Fund [by Act} : to lie upon the Table. 

POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 

Ordered, That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
the Post Office Sites Bill, with respect to 


compliance with the Standing Orders | 


relative to Private Bills—(Vr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) 
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Bill. 448 
| PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL 


[LorDs. } 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to 
be printed. | Bill 129.] 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*(12.15.) Mr. RAYMOND GREENE 
(Cambridgeshire, Chesterton): In asking 
the House of Commons to give a Second 
Reading to a Bill which has for its 
object the granting of Old Age Pensions 
to the aged and deserving poor, it 
eannot be said that I am bringing a 
novel topic forward, nor that | am in- 
viting hon. Members to give their assent 
and support to a principle which has not 
aiready been thoroughly discussed and 
ventilated. It is many years since the 
subject first attracted public attention, 
and since then we have had Commissions 
and Committees of various kinds, and 
Conferences have been called together 
to deal with it. In 1895 we had the 
Report of the Royal Commission on the 
aged poor; in 1896 a Committee, with 
Lord Rothschild as its Chairman, was 
appointed to deal more particularly with 
the question of Old Age Pensions ; and in 
1898 the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford presided over a 
Committee appointed to examine into the 
various schemes brought forward for 
attaining this object. A large number of 
Bills, too, with this object in view, have 
been introduced in this House, although, 
I believe, none of them have yet obtained 
a Second Reading. It can, therefore, | 
think, be fairly held that the question 
of Old Age Pensions has now forced its 
way within the bounds of practical 
polities. Provision for old age is a press- 
ing question, and there is a general 
disposition throughout the country that 
some aid and direction should be given 
by the State in the matter, or, to quote 
the words of the Royal Commission on 
the Aged Poor— 

“There exists a wide-spread expectation, 
both in and outside this House, that some 
provision other than that made by the Poor 

aw should be devised for old age of those wlio 


| have led industrious, temperate, and thrifty 
lives.” 
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The existence of that  wide- 
spread expectation was recognised by 
the Royal Commission in — 1895, 
and I venture to say that that expecta- 
tion has since inereased rather than 
decreased. It is founded on not un- 
reasonable grounds, for Cabinet Ministers, 
ex-Cabinet Ministers, and right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen on both sides of 
the House, have given prominence to 
the question in their speeches, and have 
either directly or indirectly proclaimed 
themselves to be not unfriendly to 
the principle of Old Age Pensions pro- 
vided by the State. There are some, | 
know, who hold a contrary opinion, and 
there are those who maintain that the 
existence of any scheme of this kind 
would result in drying up the 
springs of individual effort. and would 
have a demoralising effect in advance 
upon those who are destined eventually 
to benefit by it. In answer to that 
argument | would venture to point out 
that if you make destitution a necessary 
qualification for an applicant for the 
pension the objection might be valid, 
but that is not the intention otf the pro- 
moters of this Bill. If this measure 
becomes law there will, | think, be just 
as great need for the exercise of in- 
dividual thrift and saving as there is at 
the present time, and just as wide a 
scope for it. But among the really hard- 
working poor at the present moment, 
the vast majority find it impossible to 
make any adequate provision for their 
old age. 

[ am not going to occupy the 
time of the House by trying to draw 
typical and sentimental pictures of aged 
soldiers of industry dragging out their 


miserable end in the workhouse. The 
facts are well known’ to hon. 
Members. There are at the pre- 
sent time thousands upon thousands 


of hard - working men and women 
who, to use a phrase employed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, are at this moment living 
fairly industrious, temperate, and thrifty 
lives, but to whom any such thrift as would 
result in their being able to provide 
means of subsistence for themselves in 
their old age is, if not entirely out of the 
(uestion, at any rate more than can be 
humanly expected from them. Take the 
case of the agricultural labourer earning 
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the ordinary rate of wages in his particu- 
lar district. If he provides for himself, 
his wife, and his family, and if he manages 
further to pay his subscription to his 
friendly society so as to entitle him to 
sick benefits and funeral expenses, I 
think it is idle to say that in addition to 
that he should be expected to provide for 
his old age. 

Then there is another point to 
be borne in mind. If we, in this House, 
are unanimous on any one particular 
subject, it is, | think, in our admiration of 
the splendid work carried on by the great 
friendly and saving societies throughout 
the country. I believe we may take it, 
roughly speaking, that the total member- 
ship of the registered friendly societies is 
about 5,000,000, which includes all the 
most thrifty and most careful to be found 
among the working classes. These 
5,000,000 over and above their fellows 
have recognised the great need and the 
great necessity for some provision ; but 
how many among them have been able, in 
addition to the payment of their funeral 
and sick benefit subscriptions, to save the 
additional weekly sum required in order 
to entitle them to an old-age pension? I 
cannot give any estimate to the House, 
but from the evidence I have been able 
to gather I conclude that the percentage 
is very small indeed. This is the 
strongest argument to show that some 
further provision by the State is necessary 
for old-age pensions. 

Now, Sir, I should like very briefly 
to outline the principles which have 
guided the promoters of this measure, 
and the pitfalls which they have 
endeavoured to avoid. The problem 
which has to be solved by any Bil! of this 
kind is one of great difticulty and nicety. 
The object of the promoters of the Bill is 
to give the greatest amount possible of 
needful help with, at the same time, the 
least possible encouragement to any undue 
reliance upon the grant ; to guard against 
making the sum of the pension so high as 
to induce a man capable of working to 
cease from doing so in the later years of his 
life. We wish to avajd any interference 
with or to do anything which would be 
detrimental to the great national service 
being performed by the friendly and 
thrift societies. We desire to prevent 
any suspicion of the stigma or reproach 
of pauperism from attaching to those who 
may become the recipients of old-age 
pensions ; and to remove any electoral 
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disabilities so far as the Parliamentary 
franchise is concerned that may attach 
to them. The promoters have recognised 
that any scheme which involves a com- 
pulsory or direct money contribution on 
the part of those who are to become en- 
titled to pensions would be absolutely 
unworkable, and would defeat its own 
end. Finally we realise that any system 
which would subsidise the great friendly 
and thrift societies would, if such a scheme, 
which is very doubtful, should be accept- 
able to them, cause great hardship and 
injustice to a large number of aged and 
deserving people who have given evidence 
of thrift in other directions. 

The House will see that the Bill is framed 
strictly in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the report of the Committee 
presided over by the right hon. Member 
tor the Sleaford Division of Lincolnshire 
in 1899. It is not intended by the 
promoters to be a Bill to grant universal 
old-age pensions. But the Bill is to apply 
to every man and woman residing in 
England Wales, and Ireland possessing 
the necessary qualifications. Scotland is 
excluded from the Bill, not because, as 
has been suggested in some quarters, 
the proverbial thriftiness of the Scottish 
race renders old-age pensions unnecessary, 
but because the promoters have found it 
impossible to include within the four 
corners of the Bill the provisions necessary 
to deal with the totally different system 
of local administration which obtains in 
that part of the United Kingdom. In 
this they have followed the precedent set 
in the case of the Agricultural Rating 
Act for England. In that case a separate 
Bill was introduced to deal with Scotland. 
The promoters have chosen the guardians 
to be the authority for the carrying out 
of the provisions of this measure. This 
choice has been made because they 
already possessed to a large extent the 
organisation which is necessary to carry 
out the Bill, and because they are in 
possession, to a large extent, of the 
requisite information as to those persons 
who may apply and become entitled to 
pensions. In order to keep it separate 
and distinct from the poor-law organisa- 
tion, it is proposed that a special pension 


committee be formed among the 
guardians which will have the sole 


control and deal exclusively with the | 


applications for pensions. The age of 
sixty-five has been fixed, and the sum in 
the Bill is not less than 5s. and not more 


Mr. Raymond Greene. 
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| than 7s. 


Bill. 


Clause 4 contains a provision 
that in the first instance the list of 
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‘applicants for pensions shall he divided 


into two parts—first, those who are non- 
paupers, and, secondly, those who at the 
passing of the Bill, although in receipt of 
outdoor and indoor relief, may yet be 
men or women who have lived respectable 
and industrious lives, and who, had this 
Bill been already in operation would 
never have been paupers at all. The 
object is, of course, to keep the paupers 
and the non-paupers distinct from one 
another. Clause 6 deals with the various 
qualifications which are necessary, and 
the circumstances which would disqualify 
applicants from becoming entitled to a 
pension. The promoters of the Bill 
realise that no compulsory or direct. con- 
tribution should be expected fron the 
applicants for these pensions. But I 
think it will be seen from this clause that 
some considerable indirect contribution 
is required, but if a man has reached the 
age of sixty-five and has up to that time 
supported himself and family and kept 
up his contributions to funeral and sick 
benefit societies, and has led a_ fairly 
industrious and respectable life, it will be 
admitted that on his own part he has 
established a primi facie case for some 
further help from the State. 

Now I come to what, in the minds of 
some hon. Gentlemen, is perhaps the most 
vital objection to any seheme of this 
kind. I refer to the cost which it must 
entail to the State. I confess that, 
perhaps, the easiest way out of this 
difficulty would be to follow the example 
of the right hon. Member for Sleaford’s 
Committee and suggest that it might be 
left to competent experts to deal with. 
That is not the course adopted by the 
promoters. It has been estimated that 
the total sum which the Bill, if it came 
into operation at once, would impose on 
the country would be, roughly speaking, 
£10,000,000 annually, and in 1911 the 
sum would have increased to £12,000,000 a 
year. That is, I admit, a very large sum. 
We think it should be divided equally 
between the Treasury and the local 
authorities. It may be a large sum to 
add to the burdens of the country, but I 
do not think it is too large a sacrifice to 
be expected from a wealthy country, and 
one which is comparatively lightly taxed, 
in order to lighten the lot in life of the 
aged and deserving poor. I know well 
that any scheme of this kind must and 
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will arouse a great deal of criticism, not 
only from those who may be opposed 
on principle to the whole thing, but 
from those who, while friendly to the 
principle, think some better means could 
be devised to attain the object aimed at. 
Some will say that the amount offered is 
too large, while others will declare it to 
be too small ; some will argue that the age 
limit is too high, and others that it is too 
low ; some will complain that the Bill does 
not grant universal pensions ; while others 
will describe it as merely a_ glorified 
system of out-door relief. But, however 
that may be, I venture to submit the Bill 
to the favourable consideration of the 
House as a genuine and honest attempt 
to deal in a moderate and fair-minded 
manner with a difficult and complicated 
question, As such, I lask the House to 
give it a Second Reading. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


*(12.35.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.): L think hon. Members of 
the House may congratulate themselves 
on the introduction of this Bill. I should 
personally like to pay a very warm tribute 
of admiration to the hon. Member for 
West Cambridgeshire, who has introduced 
itin a most admirable speech, in which 
he handled, with great clearness and 
in a most persuasive manner, some of 
the more contentious portions of 
the Bill. I think the hon. Member is 
absolutely right in saying that this Ques- 
tion is not an academic question, but that 
it is one which commands a wide and 
intensely-felt interest in the country at 
large. [had the honour, some weeks ago, 
of attending, in London, a great Conference 
of representatives of the Trades Unions 
and Co-operative Societies, which was 
significant of the real and vital interest 
taken in this question, and at which there 
were laid down the lines upon which these 
vast organised bodies desire to see this 
question of great interest to the working 
classes dealt with. I do not wish to say 
anything in any sense hostile to this Bill 
except as to its machinery and its scope. 
We all recognise the spirit in which it has 
been drawn, and still more the spirit in 
which it has been moved, and, if I offer any 
criticism on the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Cambridgeshire, it is that 
some of his contentions went a_ little 
beyond the proposals of the Bill, and were 


rather in favour of the Amendment which | 
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I have placed on the Paper. I look on 
the Bill as a well-intentioned measure, 
based on a well-intentioned report, and, 
as such, it deserves the warmest recog- 
nition and gratitude of all who wish to 
deal with one of the gravest of our social 
and industrial problems. We have to 
thank the hon. Member and those whe 
have produced this carefully thought-out 
scheme, and have thus opened this dis- 
cussion, for having made a real contribu- 
tion towards the threshing out of the 
solution of this great question. I am glad 
to note that the hon. Member disclaims, 
as inconsistent with the purposes which 
we have at heart, a system of compul- 
sory contribution or insurance. These 
things have their proper sphere, and 
I hope that that sphere will not be 
diminished by the Bill, and it is with that 
intention I wish to support the boldest 


measures that can be taken on this 
question. 

We have three main ideas before 
us. The first is that of compulsory 


State-aided insurance. Then we have 
the idea in the Bill before the House 
which I think I must, toa certain ex- 
tent, characterise as a glorified form of 
outdoor relief; and we have, finally, 
proposals such as those adopted by 
the great Conference of Trades 
Unions and Co-operative Societies 
in favour of universal old age pensions 
without contribution. The Amendment 
which I have placed on the Paper raises 
this simple issue. What do we mean by 
attempting to deal with this question ? 
Do we mean to mitigate the sutlerings of 
the paupers of this country? In one 
sense, no doubt, all of us wish to do that. 
And that clearly is the real intention of 


the Bill. But I ask, would anything 
justify the enormous outlay and 
sacrifice which would be involved in any 
scheme of pensions which did not 
go farther and strike at the very 


root of the evil? Are we aming 
a blow at pauperism itself, or are we 
only going to mitigate the position and 
condition of those who are paupers! It 
will be said that this scheme is justified 
largely by what has been done in Den- 
mark, and that it is based on what is 
supposed to be the success of the Danish 
plan. I have not visited Denmark, and 
[cannot say whether the conditions 
under which this particular system 
has succeeded there are similar to 
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our own, or whether we are to 
regard that success as a_ sufficient 


argument for applying such a scheme 
to our own population. It may be 
possible, in colonies like New Zealand and 
New South Wales, to work the income 
limit and sliding scale pensions. But I 


have been unable to obtain accurate infor- | 


mation on this point for those countries, 
and I would point out that the indus- 
trial life of this country is vastly more 
complicated and requires very different 


considerations to be brought under 
review. 
This Bill is based upon two tests— 


the poverty test and the merit test— 
and the very first observation I have 
to make upon it is that out of nearly 
1,600,000 persons in England and Wales 
who, probably, have reached sixty-five 
years of age at the present time, no less 
that 70 per cent. will be excluded, 
according to the Hamilton Inquiry, 
from the purview of this Bill. Ae- 
cording to the calculations of Sir Edward 
Hamilton’s Committee, this scheme 
will provide pensions for some 469,000 


persons, or about 30° per cent., 
leaving 70 per cent. of those over 
sixty-five in outer darkne-s. Thus the 
very first great objection to the 
scheme is the grave and __ bitter 
discontent to which it will certainly 
give rise among these large classes 
of our industrial population who 
will be excluded. Again, I think 


that any scheme of this kind, with its 
income test, would undoubtedly lend 
itself to opportunities for fraud. Sir 
Edward Hamilton’s Committee, in par- 
agraphs 158 and 159 of their Report, 
dwell very forcibly upon the evils which 
may arise in this way. They say that 
applicants for pensions would be likely to 
understate their receipts, and that the 
temptation to assign a portion of their 
incomes to relations would be irresistible, 
especially in the case of Ireland. They 
add that the position of any applicant 
whose income is just over 10s. a week 
would be so hard as to make the reten- 
tion of a hard and fast line exceedingly 
difficult. And finally they allude to the 
possibility of a reduction of wages by 
collusion between employer and employed. 
I take exception to the Bill on the 


ground of the impossibility of working a | 
‘tests you enforee must be vigilantly, 


system of discrimination. Anyone who 
Mr. Channing. 
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has read the evidence and Report of 
Commission on the 
aged poor, must see that the outdoor 
system of relief as it has been worked is 
a cruel and demoralising system, and that 
it cannot be made to work in any other 
way except by an enormous increase 
of expenditure on Inspectors, and on, 
investigations and inquiries. I venture 


‘to say that a scheme of this kind, 
‘although it 


is limited to those over 
65, would present exactly the same 
class of difficulties. I have often 
thought, when reading the evidence 
and Report of Lord Aberdare’s Com- 
mission, how monstrous it is to sug- 
gest that we should, in order to perfect 
our outdoor relief system, have this enor- 
mous outlay on inquiries and investiga- 
tions when the sum would be infinitely 
better spent if handed over to the deser- 
ving poor for their use in old age, without 
any vexatious, demoralising, or debasing 
inquiries whatsoever. 


I think, as I said, that this 
scheme is, in the words of the hon. 
Member, merely a “glorified outdoor 


relief’ scheme. It places outdoor relief 
on a more permanent basis, and it has 
the supreme merit of nearly arriving at 
an automatic dealing with the whole 
question of the superannuation of the 
workers of this country by fixing an 


income line within which a_ pension 
is a matter of right. This system of 


investigation and discrimination you are 
to practically carry on by the same 
machinery as is used in the administra- 
tion of outdoor relief. Under this Bill 
you are placing the whole inquiries in 
the hands of the very same men, a Com- 
mittee of half the Board of Guardians, 
and the machinery will be exactly the 
same. It will, I venture to think, incite to 
the same forms of imposture, it will infliet 
the same blow on_ self-respect, and 
although you transfer the test from 
absolute destitution, which has, of course, 
its own demoralising features, you have 
the income test which involves inquiries 
which will lead to all manner of forms of 
ingenious fraud and deception, and will 
probably result in the most unsatis 
factory working of the Bill. All these 
matters will require even more care 


ful investigation if the proceedings 
are not to be a mere farce. The 
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unrelentingly, searchingly, sternly, and | 
severely carried out, or you will be adding | 
to the sources of social demoralisation 
by fresh areas for deception. Again, in the 
provident clause, sub-clause (g) of clause 
6, it is laid down that an applicant fora 
pension must have shown some _ reason- 
able interest in his own future welfare, 
andin that of those dependent upon him. 
You are really reintroducing the difficul- 
ties of all the compulsory thrift schemes. 
[ must say I agree with some of the 
criticisms which haye been offered on 
this clause by the Charity Organisation 
Society. They dwell on the extreme 
vagueness of it, and it certainly is open 
to many different forms of interpretation. 
It is, indeed, likely to be interpreted in a 
different sense by every pension authority 
throughout the country. It may be said 
that anyone who has shown a reasonable 
desire to keep off the rates is qualified 
under this clause. And on the other 
hand it may be held to be necessary, in 
order to qualify for pension, that the 
applicant should have acquired some 
small annuity or some small property, 
which would be its equivalent. I think it 
would bea bsolutely impossible in nine cases 
out of ten to decide whether these persons 
had tried to keep off the rates or not. It 
is a question which would involve an 
immense amount of trouble in going 
back into the history of the life of the 
applicant. If. onthe other hand, you in- 
sist upon a real practical result say in 
savings. there I think you have to meet 
other objections which were pointed out 
by the right hon. Gentlemin the Mem- 
ber for Dublin University in his separate 
report to the Committee in a most un- 
answerable fashion; when he showed 
that a deferred annuity in any form was 
one of the last forms of investment a 
worker could look to, and that a man 
might more profitably employ, in the 
interest of himself and his family, the few 
pounds he may have saved in better food 
for himself and his children, in seizing 
chances of bettering his condition by 
taking a small business, or shifting to 


another industry, or by giving a start to. 


his children; and in many other ways. 
Then there are admittedly vast numbers 
of workers who can make no such pro- 
vision, I think this argument absolutely 
annihilates the whole case for this par- 


ticular provision of the Bill, and I consider | 
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it proved, out of the mouth of the hon. 
Member himself, that it would in many 
cases be absolutely cruel to attempt to 
work a clause of that kind with any 
severity. 

Many of us interested in this question 
have no doubt read Mr. Rowntree’s 
book, in which he analyses the poverty 
of York. I wish to express my great 
confidence in the method and thorough- 
ness with which the inquiries upon 
which that book is founded were carried 
out. It shows that in the population of 
the City of York no less than 43 per 
cent. of the workers are in a position 
which is described as either primary or 
secondary poverty— that their incomesare 
so small as not to provide even the barest 
necessaries for maintaining the physical 
efficiency of life. In other words, out of 
the whole population of the city 27.84 
per cent. are in a position which renders 
them incapable of making that sort of 
provision which this Bill would insist 
upon as a qualification for obtaining the 
pension. These people are in this condi- 
tion of primary or secondary poverty be- 
cause they are largely unfit workers who 
cannot demand the highest wage 
in the trade. And as it is they have 
to half starve their children. You 
are running the risk of keeping 
up this state of things and of having a 
continually deteriorating population in 
our industrial centres if you press them 
still further, and say that men in this 
position are to show that they have tried 
to make provision for old age. You are, 
by so doing, pressing them to starve their 
children still more, and to make their lot 
still harder. I will trouble the House 
with only one illustration given in Mr. 
Rowntree’s book. It is a case of the 
best type of worker, a thrifty, energetic 
man ot deserving character from whose 
household such vices as drunkenness and 
waste are absolutely banished. ‘The man 
and his wife are both people of strong 
common sense, and out of the income 
of 20s. per week they put by Is. Id., their 
club subscription for sick benefits, ete. 
After payment of rent, clothing, and 
other items, what amount remains for 


maintaining the physical efficiency of the 


man, his wife, and three children? There 
is only a sum of 11s. with which to provide 
five persons with food for the whole week. 
and Mr. Rowntree points out that that 
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sum is 4s. 5d. below the cost of the diet 
allowed to the paupers in the York work- 
house. Now, if you insist upon provision 
for old age being made bya man in that 
position, I say you are inflicting grave 
injustice and grave physical injury upon 
his family, and I submit it would be 
grossly unfair to adopt any system of that 
kind. Take again the case of the starving 
women in the East End of London, who 
have to make trousers for 24d. per pair. 
Are you to tell them that they are to save 
or that they are to prove their ability to 
keep off the rates! I must say [think it 
would be an intolerable injustice to 
enforce such a provision in their case. 
These people admittedly are in a position 
in which they cannot save or make 
provision for old age, and you cannot ask 
them to make further sacrifices. Really 
you are withholding helpanddriving them 
still lower by calling upon them to con- 
tribute indirectly to provide pensions for 
a select proportion of the people over 
sixty-five years of age who are presum- 
ably better able to help themselves; the 
very poorare to tax themselves still more, 
and at the same time they are to be shut 
out from the benefits of the Bill. I think 
that that is absolutely unjust. 


My own solution of the question is that 
which has again and again been laid 
before the country by Mr. Charles Booth 
and many otherreformers. I do not see 
why we should not sweep away all these 
forms of injustice, why we should not at 
once get rid of all these difficulties and of 
the enormous expense of administration. 
If you had a system of universal pensions 
you would at once get rid of the taint of 
pauperism. All would contribute directly 
or indirectly through the taxes, or rent, or 
through comsumption of various articles. 
Of course, the objection would be 
raised that by so doing you would be 
making provision for the unworthy. 
But even the State admits the right of 
the unworthy to live. I believe that 
murderers are the only class subject to 
the death penalty ; in every other case a 
man, however unworthy, is admitted by 
the State to have a right to exist. If 
you had a universal pension system, what 
would be the result ? The worthy would 
have their pensions, and the pensions for 
the unworthy would really become grants 
in aid to workhouses, prisons, and lunatic 
asylums, to be expended hy the local 


Mr. Channing 
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authorities concerned. I do not see 
where any injustice would arise under 
such ascheme. After all, the question of 
the unworthy is one scarcely needing 
consideration; it is infinitesimal in its 
nature. Most habitual drunkards, for 
instance, die before they reach the age of 
65, and therefore I think it would be 
most unwise and unjust to enforce this 
argument. I hold most strongly that 
there is no justification for giving 
old age pensions unless the system 
you adopt will raise and improve 
human motives, and _ will make 
man more manly and woman more 
womanly by giving them something 
brighter to look forward to in the future 
than the miserable and demoralising 
sense that they must become wholly 
destitute in order to come under the pro- 
visions of the Poor Law. ‘There were 
clearly two classes whose motives and 
action such a proposal would not affect 
at all—those who have saved and are 
likely to save more, and it would have 
effect upon the thorough- 
going wastrel, that hapless person who 
lives his life for indulgence in the passions 
of the moment. It might, however, 
have an enormous result on the motives 
in life of the young and of the vast inter- 
mediate struggling class of small wage 
earners, in uncertain employment, whose 
instincts make them long for better condi- 
tion and a sense of security to look forward 
to, who are capable of conceiving of a hap 
pier outlook. It might induce them to 
alter the whole character of their lives and 
stimulate them to at once banish from 
their minds the thought of the work- 
house and of outdoor reliet, with all its 
degrading associations, and to rather 
strive, by means of friendly {societies, 
and other agencies of thrift, to improve 
their future. I believe that if they had 
before them the absolute certainty 
of provision for old age they would 
be stimulated to exert their _ best 
energies to improve their position 
in lite. I will conclude by once more 
thanking the hon. Member for having 
introduced this Bill. So far as it goes 
it has my warmest sympathy, and, 
although I may have advanced argu- 
ments against certain of its proposals, | 
do not wish to deny for one moment 
that the Bill is well worth an experi- 
ment. I hope that exper.mont will be 
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tried; that it will in time be widened and | 


made bolder so as to strike at the root 
of those motives which lie at the very 
foundation and are the real cause of 
the pauperism which we all deplore. 


(1.0.) Mk. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
I] rise to second the Amendment, and 
J, too, shou'd like to offer my con- 
gratulations to the hon, Member for the 
Chesterton Division of Cambridgeshire on 
the very liberal speech he has made in 
supporting the measure. 
House has a right to feel pleased and 
encouraged with the advance which has 
been made among hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site on the question of old age pensions. 
There are two or three important features 
of that advance to which I should like to 
draw attention. In the first instance the 
hon. Member has seen clearly — more 
clearly, possibly, than some of hisfriends 
that it is quite hopeless and useless, and 
would be a mere mockery of a pension 
system, to talk of a contribution towards 
pensions. The hon. Member has thrown 
that idea overboard, and I hope that 
now it has been abandoned in every 
part of the House. It would be 
simply a denial of pensions to those 
most needing and deserving them 
toinsist upon such a contribution. Then 
again, the Bill recognises this great fact, 
that a man who has provided himself, 
from some source or other, with an 
income equal to 10s. per week for his 
old age, shall not be denied the benefit 
of a pension of 5s. a week from the 
State. That is a great advance on most 
of the Bills we have seen, and one of very 
great value, and it appears to me that 
neither the Government nor private 
Members will be able to retrace the steps 
forward which have been taken in this 
direction. I have always contended that 
that should be a condition of any old age 
pension scheme. I have for more 
than four years been entitled to a super- 
annuation of 10s, per week from my 
Trade Society. I have only to obtain a 
certificate from a doctor that I am no 
longer able to follow my usual occupa- 
tion. Why should I, having made that 
provision by weekly contributions ex- 
tending over a period of forty-four years, 
as a member of the Stonemason’s Society, 
be denied a State pension because I have 
done my best to heln myself? There are 
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thousands of men in a like position 

members of the Engineers Society, the 
Boilermakers Union, and of the Car- 
penters and other Trade Organisations. 
‘These men have led consistent, sober, 
industrious, and self-sacrificing lives, and 
why should they be denied their reward 
at the end of along life of labour, while 
those who have made no effort what- 
ever are to be entitled to receive a State 
pension. ior the 
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The hon. Member for 
Chesterton Division has done a wise and 
statesmanlike act in throwing over non- 
'sense of that kind, and | hope his 
example will be followed by all other 
Members of the House. 

The hon. Member said there would, 
no doubt, be people who would 
find fault with the age limit: some 
would think it was too high, and others 
would hold that it was too low. He is 
tight. There is no doubt about that. 
Take the case of the agricultural popula- 
tion of this country. You will find large 
numbers of persons employed on and 
about the land who are in good working 
condition long after they have reached 
the age of sixty-five years. But if you go 
into our great centres of industry, where 
men and women are employed in and 
out machinery, you will find that sixty-five 
is avery great ageindeed. It was elicited 
by a Commission which took evidence 
some few years ago that even at forty 
years of age mechanics engaged in in- 
dustries where machinery is largely 
employed find it most difficult to obtain 
employment when once they have lost 
their situation. The fact is, after a man 
has been working twenty years or so 
under such conditions the nerves of the 
human frame become unequal to the 
continuous strain, and men become old 
twenty years sooner than those who 


pursue avocations in the open air. No 
doubt the hon. Member had this fact 
in his mind when he referred to the 
possible differences of opinion with 


regard to the age limit. At the great 
National Conference of representatives 
of the skilled trades and of Provident 
Associations held in London in the early 
part of this year, the opinion was almost 
universal in favour of making -ixty the 
age limit for mechanical and artisan 
workers. With that I entirely agree. | 
believe that sixty-five would prove be- 
;vond the reach of the overwhelming 
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majority of these men. Take the trade 
in which | spent a greater part of my 
life — that of an operative stonemason. 
The lives in that trade do not usually 
run to sixty-five years. Certainly, I 
remember a case where a man who had 
reached the age of eighty-six was still 
able to do a little work, and only last 
Saturday | noticed in a Trade Journal 
which | received from America a photo- 
graph of a working mason at the age of 
ninety-two. But in his case he spent 
the early part of his life in agricultural 
pursuits in Ireland, and that would 
possibly account for his good constitution. 
I hope if this Bill reaches the Second 
Reading. which I sincerely trust it will 
—and | intend to appeal to the Govern- 
ment to afford opportunities for further 
proceeding with it—the hon. Member 
will not object toany Amendment which 
we may put down in order to strengthen 
the measure. 

With regard to the principle of pen- 
sions itself, it has become a national 
question. It is, after all, the worker who 
should be entitled tothe pension. At the 
present time, in this country, pensions are 
reserved not for those who create—and 
thus make up the life of a nation—but for 
those who destroy, and who administer. 
Ministers of State, Government civil 
servants, the men who administer your 
judicial system, your Bench of eminent, 


learned, and powerful judges—these 
are the men who get the pensions. 


Yet, after all, they are only incidents in 
the State. The real foundation of the 
State is to be found among the creators. 
It is upon them you depend for the 
existence of the State, and if anybody is 
entitled to a pension, it is those who do 
creative labour. Those who administer 
should come second, and the case of those 
who destroy should be left for further 
consideration at a convenient time. At 
any rate, We must insist upon pensions 
for those who create—for the labour, 
enterprise, brain, ingenuity, muscle, and 
vitality of the really patriotic portion of 
the community. Those who give their | 
lives and limbs for the benefit of the 
nation should have the first consideration | 
of that nation in the distribution of | 
rewards for industry and devotion. 

There is one other point I should like to 
criticise, and I hope I may not be mis- | 
understood and have things read into my | 
remarks which I do not intend to convey. 

Mr. Broadhurst. 
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I see opposite a very eminent county 


magistrate. If the hon. Baronet the 
Member for North Gloucestershire 


will turn to Sub-section 3 of Clause 6 
of the Bill, he will see the penalties 
which will deprive a man of the 
right to a pension. The latter part of 
that sub-section runs thus: ‘“ Imprison- 
ment, without the option of a fine.” The 
hon. Baronet will agree with me that in 
some cases where a man is sent to prison 
without the option of a fine, that course 
is taken because the infliction of a fine 


would be no punishment whatever, 
but in other cases a_ fine would 
have met the justice of the case. Such 


offences as that ought not to take a man 
out of the pension list. Other forces 
come into operation in these matters. The 
Bench may be a little dyspeptic, and it 
then feels it is incumbent upon it to make 
what it calls an example, and the unhappy 
wretch who appears before it gets all the 
benefit of the wrath to which he is not 
entitled. Of course, I am not discussing 
penal servitude, but only the latter 
portion of the sub-clause, but [ am sure 
the hon. Baronet will agree there is some- 
thing in what I say. 

Coming to Sub-section G, as it stands 
at present that sub-section is unworkable. 
How can you possibly tell whether a man 
has exercised reasonable prudence to make 
provision for himself? How is that infor- 
mation to be obtained by a Committee of 
Poor Law Guardians? I object to this 
Committee altogether. I want to make 
people entitled to a pension apart from 
Poor Law legislation altogether. I have 
a great respect for the Poor Law Guar- 
dians ; [am one myself ; but I do not think 
they are more fit than anybody else to see 
whether a man has made any reasonable 
attempts to provide for his old age. How 
can we determine whether prudence has 
heen exercised or not? The mover of 
this measure would see, if he had any ex- 
perience of Poor Law government, that he 
is putting upon the shoulders of this 
Poor Law Committee work which no 
such body ought to undertake, and work 
which the Committee cannot discharge 
if it is put upon them. There is no work 
I like better than Local Government 
and Poor Law work, and I have paid 


considerable attention to these matters ; 
‘I know where the shoe pinches, and 


exactly where we ought to draw the line 
as to disctiminating between the deserv- 
ing and the undeserving poor. As to 
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discriminating between the deserving and 
undeserving poor, that is almost im- 
possible. ‘The effect of your present Poor 
Law is that you are compelled to give 
food and shelter to the destitute, and 
you cannot make any inquiry whatsoever 
as to the circumstances which brought 
them to that state of destitution. Desti- 
tution is their title-deed to relief. What 
is the result? The hard-working self- 
respecting poor crawl away into some 
by-way, preferring to die rather than 
face the ordeal, which they consider a 
degradation, of having to apply to the 
poorhouse ; while the thriftless, idle, 
drunken, lazy rascals who are re- 
sponsible themselves for the state they 
are in, have no seruples, but go at once 
and receive all the benefits of the Poor 
Law. Nowastoprospects. We have the 
President of the Local Government 
Board here, but I regret that he has not 
the assistance and the advice of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. If he was 
here to give his benediction to this Bill 
and promise to find the money, we should 
get the Second Reading in half an hour. 
[ hope the Government will, this after- 
noon. be able to give an undivided and 
unqualified support to the main principle 
of the Bill. If they do that, this session 
will not have existed in vain, and this 
afternoon sitting will more than justify all 
that has been claimed for the usefulness 
of these Wednesday sittings. I believe 
the estimate of the cost made by the 
hon. Gentleman is rather over than 
under. If he works it out, he will find 
that the cost is less than his estimate. 
[ hope we shall get the Second Reading, 
and that the Government will give us a 
promise to get the Bill through the Com- 
mittee stage and through another place, 
and that it will become the law in the 
Coronation year before the Houseseparates 
for the recess). What more glorious 
achievement, what more noble act, what 
greater honour could we do to the 
King’s state and to all who love and 
revere their country and admire those 
who have made it great’ What 
could cover the Government’ with 
greater glory than to give its aid, its 
labour, its time, and its money to accom- 
plish this long-deferred act of right and 
justice to the people of the Empire? I 
beg to second the Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘in making provision for Old Age Pensions, 
it is expedient that such provision should be 
universal in its application and wholly inde- 
pendent of the machinery of the Poor Law. ” 
—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


(1.24.) Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS 
(Shettield, Ecclesall): I trust that as 
a new Member I shall have the in- 


dulgence of this House. I have been 
sent by my constituents only a few weeks 
ago to represent them in the place of a 
Member who has been in this House for 
many years, and whose figure was well 
known to Members of this House, and 
whose loss is much to be regretted. | 
was sent here with a message to the 
Government that they must continue to 
prosecute the war to a successful issue. 
I am not going to trespass on the patience 
of the House with regard to that, because 
I feel that it would be quite irrelevant. | 
only mention it as a contrast to the 
subject on which we are engaged this 
afternoon. On bebalf of the good and 
deserving poor who are carrying on a war 
of a different character, against poverty 
and want, I am quite sure I shall have 
the indulgence of the House for a few 
moments while [| speak in support of the 
Second Reading of this Bill. The problem 
that has to be solved is this: Cannot 
something be done to remedy the con- 
dition of the large proportion of the 
poorer part of the population—four out 
of seven who are obliged at the present 
moment to seek relief from the Poor Law 
after they reach the age of sixty-five. 
I hope, whatever the result of this or any 
other Bill brought before this House may 
be, that no Bill will be passed which will 
have the effect of discouraging thrift that 
is going on among the working classes. 
There was a Return published the other 
day showing the decrease in pauperism 
in this country, from which it appears 
that from 1861 to 1901 pauperism has 
decreased from 435 per cent. to 21 per 
cent. of the population. We do not 
want to do anything to prevent this con- 
stant decrease of pauperism that has 
proceeded for the last forty years. 
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This Bill is one of a great many pro- 
posals that have been brought for- 
ward in this House. I find that no 
less than six proposals to deal with 
this question of Old Age Pensions were 
brought forward in this House last year. 
They may be classed in about four 
divisions. There were two introducing 
schemes of universal pensions, which we 
have just heard hon. Members opposite 
advocate. I think those schemes must 
be immediately condemned on account of 
the fact that there is no discrimination 
between the deserving and the undeserv- 
ing poor, and also because of the 
immense cost to the nation which they 
would entail. I believe the calculation is 
that if pensions were given universally 
the cost would be about £30,000,000 
per annum. Then there was a scheme 
confined to members of His Majesty’s 
forces, and another was confined to 
members of friendly societies and clubs. 
The funds of these various schemes were, 
as a rule, to be provided, as to two- 
thirds from Imperial taxes, and as to one- 
third from the rates. 

Now let me say one or two words in 
regard to the present Bill. I listened 
with great interest to the speech of the 
hon. Member who moved the Second 
Reading, but I think in several im- 
portant provisions the Bill does not carry 
out the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee and,of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Sleaford Division. The 
first point I would mention is the con- 
stitution of the pension authority. As 
provided in the Bill, the authority is 
really to be a sub-committee of the 
guardians. Their decisions would natur- 
ally have to come up to be confirmed by 
the whole Board. The Committee's 
Report, in paragraph 17, recommends— 

“That the Committee when so appointed 
should be independent of the Board of 
Guardians, and that other members should be 
added to it.” 

That is a point of very great importance 
—that there should be other members 
added to the guardians, especially experts 
and members of friendly societies. No 
Bill would be successful as an Act of 
Parliament unless it had the entire sup- 
port of the friendly societies of the 
country. There is one other point in 
regard to which the Bill differs from the 
recommendations of the Committee, and 
that is as to the payment by the 
Treasury. Clause 11 of the Bill provides 
Mr. Samuel Roherts, 
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that the Treasury is to pay £6 per 
annum for every pensioner. That is con- 
trary to the recommendation that the 
Imperial contribution should be made not 
in proportion to the amount distributed 
in each union, but on the basis of the 
population. It would be quite unreason- 
able to ask the State to contribute the 
money, and then the local pension 
authority to have the entire distribution 
of it, to go as far as they can with £6 
each for every pensioner. There must be 
some reasonable control, or the State 
would not be justified in advancing the 
amount required. 

The third point I wish to mention is a 
very serious one, namely, the financial 
aspect. The last Committee appointed an 
expert Committee to report as to the pro- 
bable cost of a scheme, and it has been 
stated that the probable cost in i901 would 
have been £1,030,000 ; in 1911 it would 
be £12,650,000 ; and in 1921 £15,650,000, 
li the age instead of being sixty-five 
were put at seventy, the cost would 
be materially reduced, and it would 
then in the first year be £5,950,000, 
and in the last, £9,500,000. Then I 
must mention a matter reported in the 
public journals only a few days ago. On 
February 26th an adjourned conference was 
held in London to consider a very im- 
portant scheme of old-age pensions, 
drafted by a committee of the friendly 
societies appointed last year. This 
scheme was sent out to every lodge of 
every friendly society in the United 
Kingdom. No less than 23,000 copies 
were issued, accompanied by a circular 
letter asking for the opinions of the 
friendly societies on the scheme. The 
result of that investigation has been that 
out of a total membership of 8,500,000 in 
friendly societies, no less than 6,500,000 
sent in their approval of the scheme. Of 
the remaining 2,000,000, 1,000,000 made 
no reply ; and of the others some thought 
a better scheme could be produced, some 
opposed any scheme—such as_ the 
Foresters, who have an old-age pension 
scheme of their own—and some did 
not approve of the details of the 


proposal. Substantially the scheme is 
the same as that now before the 
House, but the pension authority 


is very different. The pension authority 
which the friendly societies desire is an 
authority com posed of the local authority 
and members of the friendly societies 
themselves—a committee of from six 
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to twelve members, consisting of members | 


of the local authority and members of 
the friendly societies in the proportion 
of two to one. The cost is estimated—l 
do not know how to reconcile this 
figure with that I have already given— 
at about £6,000,000 a year. 

I wish to thank the House for so 
kindly listening to the few remarks 
I have ventured to make. I am 
afraid that under the circumstances 
the present debate must 
terised as an academic debate, and 
that on account of the great financial 
difficulties we cannot hope to carry the 
scheme to a successful issue—at all 
events, at present. But we may hope for 
more peaceful times, when the financial 
position of the country will be better, 
and we can approach the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer with some reasonable 
prospect of getting him to give the 
necessary money for this purpose. Then 
when the country is in a more normal 
state we may hope to get assistance in 
carrying out the beneficent work of 
providing for the old and deserving poor, 
and making the evening of their lives 
more in accordance with the Christian 
ideal which we all, I hope, share. 


*(1.45.) Sm ANDREW AGNEW 
(Edinburgh. S.): I should like to say a 
word or two in support of the measure 
before the House. It seems to me that 
the proposal of this Bill is the natural 
development of our present Poor Law. I 
gladly support the Bill, because it seems to 
steer a moderate course between the law 
asit exists and the extreme measure of 
universal pensions suggested by the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. The 
Poor Law of 1834 was at the time a 
notable step in advance. Everyone 
agrees that it has been of great service 
to the country. It has not only kept 
thousands and thousands of people from 
want, but it has also, I believe, helped 
us to come peaceably through more than 
one period of distress and difficulty. 


But the time seems now to have come | 


when we should take a further step 
‘corward. The hon. Member for Leicester 
thought the time had come long ago 
when such a step should have been 
taken; but at any rate there seems 
to be a general agreement at the 
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in advance of the law as it now stands. 
Things have changed a good deal since 
1834, and we have changed with them. 
Our sense of responsibility and our sense 
of humanity have grown, and there is a 
general and growing feeling that in the 
case of old persons who have led a long 
life of industry, a bed in the workhouse 
or a small dole given in outdoor relief is 
not a sufficient discharge of our moral 
obligations. Men and women who have 
lived such lives have done something 
more than support themselves ; they 
have done what they could to increase 
the wealth and to forward the prosperity 
of the country, and if, in doing so, they 
have been unable to lay by sufficient to 
maintain themselves in independence 
during the few years which remain to 
them when their work is over, it 
seems to me that the State may well 
step in and lend a helping hand. 

It is a weakness of the present state of 
the law that we cannot help people at 
the right time. We cannot prevent 
people falling into destitution. We can 
help them only after they have become 
destitute. Ifa man saves a little money, 
we cannot lend him a helping hand to 
eke out what he has been able to save; 
we oblige him to spend what he has 
saved, and then perhaps give him 
accommodation in the workhouse. 
This is where old-age pensions would 
come in most usefully. 1 do not believe 
that they willtend to the discouragement 
of thrift. It will rather encourage habits 
of thrift if men know that any money 
they save will go to increase their com- 
fort in old age, instead of depriving them 
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of the right to public support as it does 


at the present time. 


The money difficulty has been a good 
deal spoken of in the course of the 
debate. But that difficulty seems to 
me to be a little over-rated. No doubt 
the amount of money required will be 
considerable, but if the policy of this Bill 
is accepted, I do not think we shall 
be deterred from getting the money 
required to carry it out. What we have 
to do is to prove to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the Government that 
the thing is worth doing; that it is our 
duty to do it, and that it is the desire of 
the country that it should be done. Ii 


, we do that, I have no doubt that means 


present time that we ought to takea step| will be found to , supply the money 
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required for the purpose. We should 
also remember that though we have to 
pay a great deal in taxation, onlya very 
small proportion of it goes in the relief 
ot the poor. I believe the amount 


we pay in poor relief is less than 
1 per cent. of the income of the 
country. It was a great deal more than 


that a generation or two ago. If we 
compare 1801 with 1901 we shall find that 
in proportion to the wealth of the country 
we are paying in poor relief less than 
one-half the amount our ancestors paid at 
thattime. Nodoubt the amount would be 
very formidable if we went in for any 
scheme of universal pensions, but Ido not 
think there is any prospect of that. If 
that is the only solution of the question, 
1 am atraid the question must remain 
for a very long time unsolved. I do 
not think the people of the country will 
agree to be taxed to provide pensions for 
thousandsof people who either do not need 
them or do not deserve them. ‘To give 
universal pensions would mean between 
£20,000,000 and £30,000,000 a year, 
and fully one-half of that amount would 
he wasted in giving pensions either to 
those who already had enough or to those 
who had led thriftless and indolent lives, 
and who had been a nuisance rather than 
a benefit to the community. I shall 
support this Bill because I believe it is 
going on right lines. It would limit 
the pensions to those who need them; it 
would select those who deserve them. 
and it would leave the decision as to 
who needed and deserved them to 
persons familiar with the district and 
with the circumstances and the history 
of the different families residing therein. 
| shall therefore vote for the Second 
Reding, and | hope if that is carried a 
similar measure will be introduced deal- 
ing with Scotland. 


(1.53.) Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavis- | 
tock): 1 shall not detain the House | 


for many minutes, but having been a 
G;uardian for some years I should like 
to express my pleasure at being a 
Member of the House when a practical 
step is taken to make provision for the 
deserving poor in their old age. With- 
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| taken, 


Bill. 


recent years some steps have been 
taken considerably to ameliorate the 
condition of the poor. I allude to 
the Compensation for Accidents Bill 
of last year, which was extended to 
agricultural labourers. I am aware 
that much has been done to ameliorate 
the lot of the poor in the workhouses, 
and I desire to give the right hon, 
Gentleman the present President of the 
Local Government Board great credit 
for his contribution in that direction. 
Last year he recommended and devised 
considerable variation in the dietary 
scale in the workhouses. That step was 
regarded with considerable apprehension 
at first, but in working it has been found 
to contribute to the comfort of the poor 
very considerably without making any 
considerable addition to the burden of 
the rates. 
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I support the Bill on the ground of jus 
tice and on the ground of expediency. | 
maintain that the frugal, hard-working, 
persevering man is entitled to comfort in 
his old age, and I think this Bill will do 
something for him in that direction. As 
regards expediency, we know that under 
our present system pensions are attached 
to many Government offices, and also 
to some persons engaged in private enter- 
prises. Lam not against Government 
employees being well remunerated for 
their work, but many agricultural 
labourers feel that when they give their 
labour they are contributing to the wel- 
fare of the State, and, at the same time, 
they have to contribute to the pensions 
of the civil servants and others in 
Government employ, and it is very hard 
that in their old age they should only 
have the workhouse to look forward to in 
order to keep body and soul together. It 
is important that this step should be 
because we have had a _ great 
exodus of the population from the 
country districts, and one thing that 
contributes to that is, that um 
der the present circumstances there 
is, In a great majority of cases, no 
provision for the agricultural labourer in 
lf a 


_ business like, just, and discriminating 


out agreeing to all the details of the | 


measure, I shall give it my fervent 
support. 1 am fully aware that in 
Sir Andrew Agnew. 


| measure of this kind—which is not cal- 


culated to encourage improvidence, but 
to help the deserving in their old age— 
is passed, it will do something to check 
the moving of the rural classes from the 
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country district. I venture to say that | that their poverty is due more to failing 
this movement is one of the most serious | power and old age than other causes. 
questions which menace the welfare of | It is a matter of great regret that, in spite 
this country at the present moment. Con- | of all the attempts that have been mades 
sequently, I think that this Bill has | nothinghasbeen done toremedy this great 
claims upon our support and consider-| evil. In this Bill one of the conditions 
ation. I venture to say that the pro- | laid down is that no man can come upon 
posal of this Bill that the money shall be | this Old-Age Pension Fund unless he has 
contributed partly from the local rates| been free from poor-law relief for 20 
and partly from the State is a good one. | years previous to his application for a 
We know that all civil service pensions | pension, except in circumstances of a 
are provided by the State, therefore I | wholly exceptional character. If a man 
think that the larger proportion of Old| with the common rate of wages at present 
Age Pensions’ should also come | paid can keep himself free from com- 
from the National Exchequer. It | ing upon the poor law if he pays his 
is a national question, and | think the! rent, and brings up his family respect- 
nation should be liable. I do not say|ably; if he contributes to a_triendly 
that the whole cost should come from the | society to provide for times of sick- 
national exchequer, because those who/| ness, I think that ought to be suffi- 
have the administration of the Act cient proof that he has not been an impro- 
should have a monetary liability to deal | vident man. The figures I have given 
with the question on economic and busi-' emphasise still further the striking 
ness lines. I disagree entirely with the , development in the efforts of many cf the 
argument of the hon. Member opposite | poorer classes today to make provision 
who condemns this measure because it, for themselves and their families. 
does not go far enough. This question’ There are circumstances which render 
has been before the country for a great it necessary that something <hould 
number of years, and I think we should be done for those who cannot by 
deal with it step by step. We must feel) any ordinary means prevent  them- 
that we should not be justifiedin burden- | selves going into the workhouse which 
ing the national exchequer to any large they all so much dislike. 1 think 
extent, butif we admit the principle and | it is the duty of the State to see that a 
give effect to it in a business-like and | blameless and industrious career should 
steady manner we shall secure eventually | not be rewarded by the workhouse. 
that in this wealthy country no man or That the outdoor relief which is generally 
woman who faithfully fulfil their duty | granted is poor and inadequate can 
and show frugality will lack the neces- hardly be doubted. If it is doubted, one 
aries of life in their old age. I cordially | has only to refer to the report of the 
support the Bill. Senior-Inspector of the Local Govern- 

ment Board, who has expressed his 


*2.0.) Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury ‘opinion that an allowance of 2s. 6d. 
Holborn) : Sir, as the principle of Old P®T week and a loaf of bread is 
Age Pensions is so generally approved, | # cruel allowance. ‘The poor thein- 
I might be considered to be wasting selves would do anything, and put up 
the time of the House if I ventured to|¢Ve" .With this mean allowance, to keep 
jurther advocate it. and I will therefore Ut of the workhouse, and avoid mixing 
only touch on —_ “a toe points in with the people whom they find there. 

connection with this Bill which have). The main point in all these schemes 
particularly struck me in regard to|is one of finance. I do not think the 
old-age pensions. In the first place | financial question is so large as it is often 
it has struck me, as it has struck | assumed to be, if you make the legitimate 
other hon. Members, that of the num- | deductions which ought to be made in 
ber of our working classes up _ to 
the age of 65 years, more than 55 
per cent. drift into pauperism, of 


| any attempt to solve this most important 
problem. I do not think a mere financial 
whom five-sixths have never been in| (estion ought to prevent the remedying 


receipt of poor-law relief before the of this evil. We are all practically 
age of 60. Surely that is clear proof | agreed that this Bill, founded upon the 
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experience and evidence of recent com- | associated together in drafting this Bill 


missions, is a good one; and in/}and in {trying to get a hearing for it 
view of the great sympathy which | this session and last, are placed at some 





the President of the Local Government | 


Board has always shown towards any | 
movement for ameliorating the condition | 
of the poorer and less fortunate people 
in this country. I do not think that 
there ought to be any difficulty in pass- | 
ing the Second Reading of this Bill. | 
I think the hon. Member who has moved | 
this Amendment would help the passing | 
of the Second Reading if he could see. 
his way to withdraw his Amendment. 
He admits that he agrees with the Bill. | 
He has raised some objection to various | 
details in the Bill, but he did not in my | 
opinion produce a single piece of evidence 
to support his contentions, and by what | 
he said he rather confirms our view that 
if you give these pensions indiscrimin- 
ately to everybody, you only perpetuate 
the evil which we are trying to stop, of 
not distinguishing between the deserving 
and the undeserving in their old age. 
I hope the hon. Member will see his 
way to help us to pass the Second Read- | 
ing by withdrawing his Amendment, for | 
bv so doing he will goa very long way 
towards attaining _ he object we all have 
in view, and | am sure he will be| 
consulting the interests of his constituents | 
if he falls into line with us. The seconder 
of his Amendment himself said that 
he would gladly support this Bill. 
I am quite sure that if we pass 
the Second Reading we shall show 
our deserving old people that we recog- 
nise industry and thrift, and are anxious 
to promote them as far as we can. Let 
us make people feel that if in their old 
age they are in want through no fault of 
their own, provision has been made to | 
enable them to end their days peacefully 
and honourably in the place which is | 
dearest to all Englishmen, namely, home, | 
however humble it may be, (2.15.) 





*Mr. CHANNING: May I ask the) 
permission of the House to withdraw | 
my Amendment, having stated my | 
views. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


| 
| 


Main Question again proposed. 


*(2.45.) Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcester- | 
shire, N.). The hon. Members who have | 


Mr. Remnant. 


disadvantage today, because we have 
failed so far to raise any opposition, and 
we have nothing to reply to. It seems 
to me a most remarkable fact that all 
the speeches which have been delivered 
—and I think I may now include the 
speech of the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire, as he has withdrawn 
his Amendment — have all been in 
favour of the Bill. Certainly the 
seconder of the Amendment deliberately 
stated that he would vote for the 
Second Reading. So far, therefore, 
the discussion is a remarkable instance 
of unanimity, but from a debating point 
of view, | conceive it would he more in 
the interests of the Bill if we had had 
more criticism, because we cannot all 
get up one after the other and say 
exactly the same thing, especially on a 
subject like old age pensions. 

A great majority of Members are 
agreed that they would like to see old 
age pensions if possible. Even the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire 
would like to see universal old age 


| pensions, and as the greater includes the 


less, 1 take it he will welcome the 
present Bill as a beginning. I do not 
intend to go into statistics, with which 
a good many of us are pretty familiar, 
from Reports which have been laid before 
the House. It seems to me that a 
debate of this sort must be interesting 
and useful if as many speakers as _pos- 
sible express their views to the House 
and the country, as well as expressing 
their opinion in the division which may 
be taken later. I have a few general 
remarks which | wish to make with 
regard to the tendency of legisiation and 
the tendency of the times. It may be 
asked why old age pensions are required 
now, and more talked about than they 
were a quarter of a century ago. It is 
not that men get worse wages, or that 
the circumstance of the working classes 
are worse than they were before; but 


‘it is because the conditions of employ- 


ment have been largely altered by the 
force of circumstances, and by the opera- 
tion of large societies interested in this 
matter, and particularly by the legisla- 
tion which this House has passed from 


time to time with regard to operatives: 
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in factories. Vast works run by limited | ment to him to put by money to supple- 
companies have taken the place of the ment his pension, in order that he may 
smaller works and more paternal be able to hold up his head in his old 

overnment which existed in the time of | age. At present the only alternative for 
our fathers, and have rendered necessary | such a man is—‘“ I have raised my family 
the Employers Liability Acts and other well, I have helped my mates, and I hope 
Acts for the protection of the working my mates will help me when I get old.” 
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classes. There is not now the same per- 
sonal attachment or relationship between 
employees and their employers. That is 
impossible where the employer is a 
limited liability company, and, therefore, 
the State has found it necessary to in- 
troduce measure after measure to level 
up the bad employer to the level of the 
good employer. Therefore it isthat one 
cannot look through the list of public 
Bills in this House without seeing count- 
less Bills which all tend to reverse the 
past state of affairs, and which provide 
that everything must be regulated by 
law, leaving very little in the way of per- 
sonal relationship between employer and 
employee. Accordingly, I think, whether 
we like it or not, that the question of 
old age pensions will force itself on the 
attention of Parliament during the pre- 
sent generation. ‘Gag a? 


We have tried in drawing this 
Bill, which has been so ably intro- 
duced by the hon. Member for 


West Cambridgeshire, to meet some of 
the difficulties of the question, and 


He sees many instances of men who have 
been thrifty and who have put their 
money into building societies to make 
provision for their old age, and who, 
through mismanagement or worse, find 
their money gone and _ themselves 
in the same position as if they 
had never struggled and _ pinched 
to save at all. That is one of the 
great obstacles at present. The working 
men of this country earn better 
wages than are paid in any country out- 
side the United States, and, if they had 


the extra inducement which a pension of 


5s. a week would offer, they would in 
many cases Save money, where now they 
give it up in despair. Such a result 
would benefit the State at large and it 
would relieve the Poor Law Unions by 
gradually diminishing the number of 
those who have now to go to the work- 
house. The whole tendency of employ- 
ment is to turn a man adrift earlier than 
used to be the case, and, therefore, it is 


imperative that some such measure as 


this should be offered to the working 


to afford a basis for discussion. One| Classes of this country. I believe it will 
great argument advanced against old | 2b only be welcome, but will positively 
age pensions has been that it would be a good investment for the country. 

interfere with the tendency to thrift, With regard to the details of the Bill, I. 
which is so valuable and marked in the fully expected to have heard many 
present generation of working men. It | criticisms on the provisions of a measure 
is a matter which cannot be exactly | which must be complicated and which 
proved, but from my own personal ex- | covers so wide a ground. With regard to 
perience, and I have had some little ex-| making the Poor Law Authority the 
perience in the working of a pension Primary Authority in the first instance, 


iund, I find that a pension of 10s. posi- 
tively operates as an inducement to save 
and make further provision for old age. 


I feel that anything which would involve 
the establishment of a fresh department, 
without any great guidance as to how 





I think when we come to consider this that department would be worked, or 
point as business men, and if we put what officials would be required, would 
ourselves for one moment in the place of | be an enormous obstacle, and looking at 
an agricultural labourer or a dock the question as between the Poor Law 
labourer, earning from 15s. to 25s. a) Guardians and the County Councils, 
week with a family to bring up, we the one have all the machinery and 
must appreciate the difficulty of making | experience ready, whereas the other, in 
any adequate provision for old age. But! many cases at least, resent the idea of 
if such a man knows that whatever pro-| having this work put upon them. I 
vision he ean put by for his old age will | personally see no objection to extending 
be supplimented by asmall pension of 5s.,| the power of the Poor Law Guardians 


| 


I think it would be a sufficient induce- | Committees by co-opting members from 
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Friendly Societies. I believe, however, 
that all these suggestions could be_ 
threshed out better inCommittee. There 
is one provision which I think has not 
yet been mentioned. It provides that 
after the pensioner comes in for his 
pension, he draws it through the Post 
Office, and not through the relieving 
officer. That may sound a small matter, 
but, I believe it is a very great thing in 
the lives of the working classes of this 
country. In several other details we have 
endeavoured to remove the unfortunate, 
though in one sense fortunate, feeling of 
disgrace which attaches itself to receiving 
relief under the Poor Laws. 

As to cost, it has been estimated 
at between £10,000,000 and £12,000,000, 
but I believe that includes Scotland. At 
any rate, no deduction has been made for 
the saving of expense which would ensue, 
in connection with outdoor relief and 
indoor maintenance. | believe the smallest 
outdoor relief is about 2s. 6d. per week, 
and that the average maintenance in a 
workhouse is from 6s. to 8s. per head, and 
in asylums, which are often the result of 
the workhouse, from lls. to 12s. per 
head. ‘Therefore a very substantial 
rebate may be expected, in estimating the 
cost of a Bill like this, to the Poor Law 
Guardians. There is another point taken 
against the Bill, and that is that seven- 
thirteenths is too great a share for the 
local authority to bear; but I do not 
think it is too much in the first instance, 
if we wish to secure due economy and 
careful investigation. I would point out, 
moreover, that nothing is easier, when we 
get the Chancellor of the Exchequer in a 
less encumbered position, than to vote not 
£6,000,000, but £7,000,000 or £8,000;000. 
The Bill presupposes that the pension 
will be £13 per annum, and there is no 
idea of allowing the Guardians to dis- 
tribute the £6 from the State, and 
not spending anything themselves. It 
may not be a pleasant prospect for the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer at the present 
time, but who can say that it is an unsur- 
mountable barrier in the future, for it 
could be accomplished by broadening 
the basis of taxation for this particular | 
object. No doubt the hon. 
ber for the Ecclesall Division of | 
Sheffield could provide us with many | 
ways. I for one should not begrudge 
2d. upon the income tax for a scheme of 


Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Mem- | 
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this kind. We are now paying an extra 
6d. in the pound upon the Income tax, 
and if we can leave 2d. on for such an 
object, I believe the money would be well 
spent and cheerfully paid. This Bill 
should not be put in the same category 
as a scheme for universal pensions. That 
is not the proposal made in this measure, 
however desirable universal pensions may 
be. Upon this question of old age 
pensions, I do not believe that we do any 
good by crying for tne whole loaf instead 
of taking part of it. A measure like this 
should be tried by degrees, and increased 
and extended from time to time. If the 
age limit of 65 is found to be too exclusive, 
what would be easier than to reduce it 
to 60? What the House and what all 
Governments ought to avoid, is taking 
steps in the dark. If you have to takea 
step in the dark it is best to take a small 
step at first, and then take a further step 
in the light of the experience gained. | 
appeal to the House to give this Billa 
favourable reception, and I believe the 
discussion this afternoon will be very 
useful. I believe, when a definite division 
is taken on this subject, irrespective of 
party, it will show the general trend of 
feeling on this question much better than 
quoting extracts from election addresses, 
and I hope a step forward will be taken 
in this matter which we all have so much 
at heart. 


(3.4.) Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): In 
this debate up to the present time no hon. 
Member has stood up to say that the 
aged are well enough already, and no indi- 
vidual has stood up to say that it is not 
the business of the State to make some 
provision in this respect. Surely it isa 
happy omen that we are all agreed that 
something definite and substantial must 
be done in this matter. One might trace 
this unanimity of feeling to the fact that 
both sides of the House realise that, while 
the well-being of the nation as a whole 


| has been growing by leaps and bounds, 


the position of the aged has not grown 
any better, but, on the contrary, has 


| grown worse by the lapse of years. In 


past times there always was a kindliness 
in the administration of the poor law in 
the country parishes, but the increase 
of the urban population has now 
made that an impossibility, and has ren- 
dered it necessary that the State should 
intervene and make better provision for 
our aged fellow subjects. 








1 am glad to 
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find that the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire has withdrawn his 
Amendment, on the ground that he 
regards this Bill as an important step 
towards what he has in view, namely, a 
universal scheme of old age pensions. 
That is a thing which many of us have 
in view, and in that we hope to have 
important support from the Government 
Front Bench. 

What has the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West  Bir- 
mingham said on this matter in this 
House? What is his view? Speaking 
on the 4th of April, 1894, the Colonial 
Secretary said— 

“We are dealing with a subject which, | 

believe, createsin men’s mindsa popular interest, 
in a subject which is quite ripe for further 
legislation.” 
The Colonial Secretary admits that this 
question was ripe for legislation eight 
years ago, and still nothing has been 
done. Perhaps, before the day is over, 
some other members of the Government 
will be able to state whether they agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary upon this question. 
The Colonial Secretary further stated 
that— 

“The scheme of Mr. Charles Booth is, no 
doubt, a complete scheme because it) provides 
that everybody shall have a pension of 5s. 
after sixty-five, but he readily admits that the 
State must find £27,000,000 a year. There is 
a good deal to be said for it, because it is, 
aiter all, largely a question of the transfer ot 
taxation.” 
lagree with every word of that, because 
itis largely a question of taxation but, 
not in the ordinary sense of the word, 
like taxation for an unproductive war. 
Continuing, the Colonial Secretary said— 

“But are we, as practical men, prepared to 
waste our time in considering a scheme of that 
magnitude, and would any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer undertake to make such an enor- 
mous addition tothe taxation of the country, 
even for sogood an object’ If that be granted, 
it follows that anything we do must be done 
gradually, experimentally, step by step.” 

I think that every hon. Member of this 
House will agree with every word of 
that, for this problem must be treated 
experimentally step by step. I have 
much pleasurein supporting the Second 
Reading of this measure, in the belief 
that when the experiment of this Bill is 
put in force, it will be found necessary 


{19 Marcu 1902} 





Pill. 482 
It will be objected, no doubt, from 
the front Ministerial Bench that, 


grand as this scheme may be, the drain 
involved on the country’s resources 
makes it quixotic. Let us examine for 
a moment how this country stands as 
compared with its position fifty years 
ago. First of all, I will consider its 
position with regard to the Poor Law. 
Fifty years ago, the country was 
spending something like £7,800,000 in 
poor relief. It is now spending slightly 
over £12,000,000, an increase, roughly, 
of £4,000,000. It will be seen from the 
statistics that, although population in- 
creased during that period by about 50 
per cent., the national income has in- 
creased by three times its amount. In 
the year 1850, the national income was 
£500,000,000, but in the year 1901, the 
national income had increased to about 
£1,500,000,000. Such a large increase 
in the wealth of the country means a 
corresponding increase in the taxable 
capacity of the country for producing 
funds for public purposes. The country 
can afford £23,000,000 for the aged, 
just as easily now, as it could afford 
£7,800,000 fifty years ago. That is 
exactly the difference between the 
amount of the Poor Law relief of tlie 
present day and what the country 
would produce now, if taxed at the 
same rate for Poor Law relief as it was 
taxed in 1850. Therefore, if we are only 
willing to put our hands in our pockets 
as deeply as our forefathers did fifty years 
ago, then this scheme can be carried 
out. I know that we have at present 
the war on our hands. The Colonial 
Secretary said that at present no Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would be mad 
enough to do this, but what has the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer done for 
this war? He has increased our taxa- 
tion by £34,000,000. Our taxation 
amounted to £75,000,000 in 1894, and 
last year it was £109,000,000. That 
|shows, I think, that where there is a 
will there is away. Supposing that the 
present Government had been in earnest 
|upon this question in the year 1893, 
there would have been no difficulty in 
raising £10,000,000 or £12,000,000 for 
this purpose, because they have since 
found no difficulty in raising three times 


togo a step further, and undertake a | that amount for a purpose in which they 
Universal scheme of pensions. 


were in earnest. This is not a matter of 


$2 
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taxation in the ordinary sense. Sup | 
posing the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposed to raise this money by a| 
poll tax, it would not be a tax, but it | 
would be an insurance. Whatever | 
scheme of pension is adopted, it will not 
be money which will go out of the 


country, for it will be distributed at 


home. It will not be like money which 
is hoarded up, but it will be money 
distributed in a way which will add to 
the well being of the whole community. 
Every branch of industry would benefit 
by it. Trading profits and rents would 
increase if a proper scheme of pension 
were carried out, 


of our aged fellow subjects brighter and 
happier. 


*(3.14.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, 
Stretford): The debate upon this very 
important question has been up to 
the present time from one point of 
view. The hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire who proposed the 
Amendment not only supported the 
whole principle of the Bill, but he went 
much further, and stated that he wished 
the scope and intention of the measure 
could have been considerably enlarged. 


Mr. CHANNING: I wish to have the 
machinery altered. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: 
number of hon. Members on this side 
who take a similar view. 
point out this afternoon from my own 
way of looking at this social question 
why I think the whole principle of the 
Bill is inadmissible, and why I think it 
would not tend to the development of 
our national characteristics or the 


welfare of the working classes. On the, 


contrary, I take the view that it is in 
in effect a further extension of the poor- 


law system in a bad direction, and in | 
that respect I think it is likely to lead | 
to the somewhat demoralising system | 


and spirit in which the poor-law was 
administered many years ago. 
a distinct issue, and therefore it will not 
be said that everything that has been 
spoken in this House upon this question 
has been from one point of view only. 

I noticed what was said by the 
hon. Member who brought forward 

Mr. Black. 
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I hope this Bill will | 
be read a second time, and that this step | 
will be taken to render the closing years | 


There are a large 


I intend to| 


That is| 
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this Bill. He said on the one side 
there had been what he called an 


increased expectation that somethin, 
would be done in the direction of old-age 
pensions. By increased expectation | 
suppose he meant those _ electoral 
promises which very often are of a 
very demoralising character. If you are 
to deal with great social problems on the 
basis of electoral promises I think you 
are likely to introduce a very demoralising 
influence. But he also said that the 
difficulty and nicety of dealing with 
this great social problem had been more 
fully appreciated as the difficulties had 
been pointed out. I was a member of 
the Committee on Old Age Pensions 
presided over by the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Member for Sleaford, and 
the conclusion I arrived at was that 
the difficulties have not been exagger. 
ated, but if anything under-estimated. 
No one would say that that report 
was to be tke final word, or that 
the difficulties had been overcome. As | 
shall endeavour to point out, they are 
certainly not overcome in the proposal 
now before the House. Let me show 
by way of illustration what these diff- 
culties are. Take what the hon. Member 


for East Northamptonshire says. The 
hon. Member said that if this Bill is 


passed in its present form it is likely to 
cause bitter discontent amongst the 
working classes. Can you condemn a 
social reform in more direct terms than 
by saying if it is passed, so far from 
being an ameliorating Bill it introduces 
bitter discontent amongst the very class 
of people which it is supposed to benefit! 
What did the hon. Member for Leicester 
say’ He talked about the population 
deteriorating. Surely he could not have 
read the Report of Lord Rothschild’s 
Committee which approached _ this 
_ question from a social and economic point 
of view. The evidence brought before 
that Committee is of a most instructive 
character. What did the Committee say 
upon this point? It said there was 
|every evidence, not that the population 
was deteriorating, but that there was 
| every evidence of increased saving and 
‘comfort amongst the working classes of 
‘this country. That is what Lord Rothe 
'child’s Committee said. I would ask 
those who are supporting this Bill to 
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remember that one of the chief reasons| East Northamptonshire talked about 


why Lord  Rothschild’s 
reported against any scheme of old-age 

nsions was that this tendency towards 
amelioration which was going on with 
natural voluntary action was likely to be 


thrown back by any scheme of old-age | 


pensions that was brought forward. 
That isa very serious matter and it surely 
ought to make hon. Members pause 
before they pass something which appears 
to be prima facie popular with the 
working classes, and before they commit 
themselves to the principle of a Bill 
which contains all the evils pointed out 
by Lord Rothschild’s Committee. 


Another matter has been pointed out 
in the course of the discussion upon 
this Bill. Condemnation of the principle of 
compulsory insurance has been expressed. 
Now, what is meant by compulsory 
insurance as compared with the scheme 
in this Bill? Compulsory insurance 
means that the man who is to benefit 
has to make the contribution. What 
this Bill provides is, that other people 
are to make the contribution to his 
benefit. It is equally compulsion, and it is 
natural enough to anybody who knows 
human nature, for a pensioner to want 
other persons to provide out of their own 
pocket rather than out of his own, for 
a purpose of this kind. The question is 
where are you to get the money from? 
I dissent very strongly from the views 
on this point put forward by the hon. 
Member tor Leicester, who said, in much 
too sweeping terms, far beyond what has 
been said by anyone else who is sup- 
porting this Bill, that he considers this 
Bill is the death-blow to any idea that 
men should contribute out of their own 
pocket towards their own support in 
their old age. It would be, to my mind, 
a most demoralising thing if this 
measure were to come as a death-blow 
to any such principle. As to the lines 
upon which any possible reforms may 
go, and admitting the difficulties in 
tegard to the poorer classes with which 
we have to deal, I believe I may re- 
pudiate, on behalf of the working classes, 
that there is any truth in the general 
illegation, that, although they are able 
to do it themselves, they think they are 
entitled to look to the State and the 
tates and contribute nothing out of their 
own pockets. The hon. Member for 


Committee some 43 per cent. 


Mr. CHANNING: The statistics I 


quoted are Mr. Rowntree’s, not mine. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: What does the hon. 
Member mean by this 43 per cent? The 
number in receipt of poor law-relief has 
a tendency to increase, but it is only 
about 26 per 1,000, and I cannot see the 
least relevance for such figures, except 
for purposes of prejudice and to mislead 
people generally as to the true nature of 
the problem. Such statements tend to 
exaggerate the evils, and not to appre- 
ciate the difficulties. 


Mr. CHANNING: My point was that 
a very large proportion of the working 
classes would be unable to comply with the 
requirements of this Bill. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: That argument can 
only be a further condemnation of the 
proposals of the Bill in respect of which, 
he says, he is going to give his vote. 
What was the next point made by the 
proposer of the Bill? This is a point 
which, I think, should be very seriously 
thought out. lam not going to argue 
my views on this great social question 
merely on economical lines. I am one 
of those who think that if the occasion 
is great enough you must find the money 
somehow or other. I find great fault 
with. che way in which the financial or 
economic side of this question has been 
put before the House as regards this 
proposal. First of all, the proposer talked 
about the country being lightly taxed in 
other ways, and he seemedio think that 
it was a small matter to be passed over 
very lightly, that he is bringing forward 
a proposal to put £6,000,000 or 
£7,000,000 upon the annual expenditure, 
which, according to the view of the hon. 
Member opposite and the hon. Member 
for North Worcestershire, is only a first 
stepin the good things to come. Accord- 
ing to their views it might be a burden, 
ultimately, of £20,000,000 on the 
National Exchequer. That is bad enough ; 
but there is a much worse feature, which 
I want to call attention to in detail by- 
and-by, but which I wish now to deal 
with as a matter of principle. 
It may be that taxation is not over 
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burdensome, but will any member get | One other point was raised by the hon, 
up and say that the taxpayer is lightly Member for Leicester, and I wish to 
burdened in this country at the present mention this as one of the possible 
moment? Yet on a Wednesday after- solutions of this great social problem in 
noon, and on lines which I shall point | the future, although on an occasion of 
out presently are in opposition to the! this kind one can only refer to it in 
views of reformers as regards matters passing in a few words. It also has 
of local taxation, in a light-hearted reference to what was said by the hon, 
manner, this House is asked to put a Member for North Worcestershire, 
burden of £7,000,000 a year at the Everyone has said that an improve 
outset, and of some indefinite sum after- ment in the terms of the Bill ig 
wards, on the ratepayers of this country, | wanted. There was something said by 
at the very time when the right hon. the hon. Member for Leicestershire well 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- | worthy of consideration. He pointed out 
hampton and a large number of Members | that the period of old age was likely to 
on this side of the House are pledged to do | arrive at different times in different in. 
what they can to reduce the rates because dustries, and anyone who has a know- 
they are already unduly burdensome. | ledge of the social conditions of this 
What is the use of that if this House is country will agree with him in that 
going to put £7,000,000 to £10,000,000 statement. What does that point to! 
of an annual burden on the taxpayers of It does not point to State rensions, and 
this country ? I should like myself if we it does not point to any general principle 
could passa Standing Order that everyone , of pensions such as we find in this Bill, 
who brought forward a Bill of this kind | It points in the opposite direction. It 
should be bound to attach to it some | points to each industry providing for its 
scheme by which he could find themoney;own aged and_ deserving poor. 
—a scheme compelling the promoters of In my mind it may be that 
this so-called philanthropic measure to that is one of the possible directions 
show what the burden is which they are in which we may have a solu 
going to put on the shoulders of the tion of this difficult social problem 
thrifty, honourable, and hard-working | in thefuture. Now, you have as regards 
artisans of the country. It is extra-| particular industries, particular funds, 
ordinarily easy and popular to say either | partly provided by the employer, and 
here or at a public meeting that the poor | partly by the employed, in order to 
soldier in the army of industry should | provide old age pensions, and so possibly 
receive another 10s., or, if that is not!in the future that is the direction, 
enough, 15s. or £1 a week. But who is, chiefly voluntary, in which we ought 
to find that money ? It isthe thrifty man | to look for a system of pensions as op 
who has saved sufficient for his own pur-| posed to state aided pensions, with what 
pose who would find a burden of this|I consider their demoralising tendency 
kind harder than anyone else. If it! and unequal incidence. It is some 
were a question of transferring from | times forgotten that this matter has 
the millionaire to the poor man, if’ been most carefully considered in 4 
I may use an expression of that kind, | detailed way on two or three previous 
I believe there might be less exception | occasions. I will first take the Royal 
taken toa Bill of this sort. That is not} Commission. They examined Mr 
the effect of increasing the burden of | Booth’s scheme; the scheme associated 
taxation or of the rates. It falls hardest | with the name of the right hon. Gentle 
on the man who has got his head above| man the Secretary of State for the 
the level of poverty, and unless you are| Colonies, and also that of the hon 
very careful I believe that will be the | Gentleman who represents one of the 
effect of this Bill. Instead of taking | divisions of Hereford. They also con- 
away the taint of poverty from a large! sidered the question of compulsory 
number of men, it would, in my opinion, | insurance. Everyone who reads what 
reduce a larger number of working men, | they said will see that they desired to 
who are already above that level, to that | find a solution ; that they approached the 
condition against which they have before | question, not antagonistically, but in 4 
successfully struggled. | most sympathetic spirit. But with what 


Mr. Cripps. 
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result? That they could not recommend 
any one of those schemes even as regards 
their principles. They took these three 
schemes as tests of possible principles, 
but they could not recommend anyone. 
Perhaps Lord Rothschild’s Committee 
went even further. His Committee, 
aiter considering the subject for a long 
time, came slowly to the conclusion 
that all the schemes presented to them 
vould do more harm than good. That 
isthe substance of their report. 


Mr. BLACK: May I point out to 
the hon. and learned Gentleman that 
that Committee held itself precluded 
from considering such a scheme as is 
now brought forward ? 


*Mr. CRIPPS: I do not think the hon. 
Member is right, but I do not go into 
controversy with him. I have no doubt 
that he thinks he is right. I think that 
in substance he is not right. I sat upon 
the subsequent Committee and we had 
to deal with that Report. The members 
of the Committee, who had all the know- 
ledge and all the details in regard to 
these proposals, set themselves to work 
inorder to devise a scheme. A scheme 
was brought in by one of the members 
af the Committee. The Committee was 
composed to a large extent of financial 
people, and members who had a know- 
ledge of social conditions, and they, after 
bringing their knowledge to bear on the 
subject and with all their experience, 
said— 

“We cannot devise a scheme. First of all, 
we cannot do it on financial grounds. It seems 
ous extravagant, and consequently as regards 
thrift we think every scheme before us would 
tend to take away the safeguards which surround 
thrift at the present time.” 

No one can say what the effect of a 
xheme of this kind might be on the 
question of wages, but I do not wish to 
go into such a topic today. But it is 
sid that there isan underlying principle 
inthis. If hon. Members opposite or on 
this side go the length of saying that an 
aged and deserving person—that is the 
éxpression—has a moral right to an old 
aged pension, then I think that a good 
deal of what they say would follow as a 
logical consequence. I deny that premiss 
absolutely ; 1 join issue at that point. I 
say that there is no such moral right to 
an old age pension as {between the 
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citizen and the State, and there being 
no such right as that, we come to what 
I may call the practical question. Can 
you devise a scheme which will not do 
more harm than good, both as regards 
its effects on the men who are 
supposed to be benefited and _ its 
general effects on the rates and taxation 
of the country? I want to say why 
it was, if | may put my argument in 
this way, that I felt myself bound to 
vote against the scheme of the majority 
of Mr. Chaplin’s Committee. I felt 
bound to vote against that Report because 
it was unsoundand impracticable, desirous 
as | was, 1 admit, at that time, to find 
some solution of this question. 

Now, what is the scheme of this Bill? [ 
think even if you were to have any old 
age pension scheme, at any rate, so far as 
this Bill is concerned, no Second Reading 
should be given to the proposal. In the 
first place, disguise it how you may, you 
are introducing what I may call a com- 
petitive poor law authority. There is no 
difference that I can see between the 
Guardians and what is called the Com- 
mittee of Guardians. At the most it is 
an appeal from Philip drunk to Philip 


sober. It is erecting the same body 
under different names. Now, what does 
that mean? I ask the attention of 


those Members of this House who care 
about these great social problems. You 
will have two authorities competing 
for the creation of paupers. It is 
all very well to say that the man 
who has got an old age pension has not 
got the pauper taint. I join issue there 
entirely. The words ‘pauper taint” 
are used as a term of prejudice and 
reproach. But under this Bill you 
will have two authorities competing 
as to which should give most to the 
greater number of people in want of 
poor relief or of old age pensions. I defy 
any man to draw a distinction under 
this Bill between the two. You will 
create two authorities, not with an 
interest to keep poverty within the 


lowest possible limits, but with an 
interest to create it in order to 
show that one or other of the 


rival schemes is doing the most, or 
having the largest business as regards 
the creation of paupers. This is a very 
Serious matter. It is a matter which | 
know weighs not only_ with,myself, but 





491 A qed Pensioners 


with a large number of the Members of 
Mr. Chaplin’s Committee, who even sup- 
ported the Report of the majority. If 
we think of the social difficulties and 
dangers of the future, can there be a 
more retrograde step as regards dealing 
with poverty in this country than to 
have two local authorities competing 
with each other as to which shall create 
the greater number of paupers ? 
Whatis the next point in these oldage 
pension schemes that are brought forward 
in this House? It is said you will get 
rid of the inquisitional side of the poor 
law. Does this Bill do that? Does it 
for a moment propose to draw such a 
distinction, which is a right distinction 
to draw if you are to make a distinction 
between old age pensions and outdoor 
relief? Not at all. You are still to have 
this inquisitional Committee; you are 
to have a double authority to draw un- 
enviable comparisons. The question of 
expenditure is one that deserves the 


serious consideratlon of the House. A | 
burden of this kind is in the nature of | 


an onerous burden, and the expenditure 
of a matter of this kind ought not to 
be thrown upon the rates. This is an 


expenditure which ought to be provided | 


by the millionaires and great owners of 
property who practically escape from all 
personal contribution to rates. What 
possible explanation is there of a proposal 
to place two-thirds 
this country entirely outside any con- 
tribution? That is a 


entirely forget in dealing with the 


hardship and burden of local taxation. | 
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if the ratepayers themselves would be 


opposed to it. If we are to have a 
universal Old Age Pension Scheme let 
us take the bolder and more honourable 
line, and if we are going to sanction a 
scheme let us face the expenditure. 
That is the bold and honourable course ; 
that is the right principle. The opinion 
of the Committee on Cottage Homes, 
of which the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone was the President, was that 
these difficulties could be dealt with 
outside voluntary effort by an ameliora- 
tion of the conditions as regards the 
existing Outdoor Poor Law Administra- 
tion, and that is my view. That is the 
proper principle to adopt instead of 
setting up two competitive authorities. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8): 
But the Report of that Committee 
was completely shelved. 


*Mr. CRIPPS: But my hon. friend 
will not say because that Report was 
shelved the principle is not the same. 
On that ground every principle of the 


| House should be given the go-by. If 


there is this evil, and if you cannot deal 
with it as a private matter in any 


particular industry, there is only one 


logical way of dealing with it, and that 


|is by the amelioration of the present 


Poor Law Administration. I agree with 
a great deal of what was said in the 
I admit that 
as there is a change of feeling in the 
country you must have a change in the 
poor law, to meet, so far as you can, the 











If you are to have a national system of | needs of the present generation. That 
old age pensions, if you are to talk of | is the direction in which we must go. | 
the pensioners of industry, it is this | protest against this old age pension 
House that must provide the funds from | scheme, which in itself I believe to be 
the Exchequer. The reason that is not | more demoralising than for the good of 
done is this. The misfortune is that we | the working classes; but apart from 
have not a Chancellor of the Exchequer | that wide general proposition I appeal 
who represents the ratepayers in this | to the House, in connection with the 
House, and it is because of that that pro- | present Bill, not to sanction the demoral- 
posals are made to put a burden on the | ising doctrine of two competing Poor 
rates if you cannot get the money | Law authorities creating further paupers 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer. | among the working classes at the expense 
It is idle to talk of getting) of the over-burdened ratepayer. 

£10,000,000 from him. From that | 
point of view the House ought to| (3.55.) Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Glov- 
be particularly careful with regard to | cestershire, Mid) said in rising to 
expenditure of this kind. I am not sure support the Second Reading of | this 
that the House is justified in putting a! Bill he could sssure the House he would 
charge of this kind upon the localities,| be exceedingly brief. The question 


Mr. Cripps. 
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of a pension in his old age. He did 
not believe he would. He agreed with 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire. He dis'iked the clause connecting 
the old age pensions under this Bill 
with the Poor Law. That was a 
sentimental objection to the Bill, but 
he had a practical objection, which 
he would like to call attention to. 
In one of the clauses of the Bill 
it provided that a Committee of half 
the members of the Board of Guardians 
should be appointed, but it did not pro- 
vide that every parish represented by 
the Board of Guardians should be re- 
presented. That was a most important 
omission. In the case of a Board of 
Guardians of which he had some know- 
ledge, some parishes had five repre- 
sentatives whilst others had only one, 
but according to Clause 1 of the, Bill 
it would be perfectly possible for the five 
representatives of one parish to be on 
the Committee and not the  repre- 
sentatives of the others, and such a 
thing as that might lead to favouritism. 
He supported entirely the principle of 
the Bill, and he hoped it would be given 
Second Reading. It was a step in the 
right direction, and if it obtained a 
Second Reading it would, in his opinion, 
focus the attention of the country on 
a question which he believed to be one 
ot the gravest with which the country 
had to deal. 


*(4.0.) Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, 
Devizes): I do not think that those 
responsible for this Bill need be dis- 
couraged with the reception it has 
received, for every Member who has 
spoken has given it his blessing, with 
the exception of my hon. friend the 
Member for Stretford, who has dealt 
with the Bill critically, and he is 
against it, but he shelters himself 


behind Lord Rothschild’s report ; but that | 


Committee reported that they had been 


precluded from considering any old age) 


pension Bill which they wished had not 
been the case. The right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham in this House regretted 


that they had so misinterpreted their | 


instructions, and said that that was not 
intended. My hon. friend has a scheme 
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was whether a man would be deterred | 
from thrift through having the chance 
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of his own which would create a pam- 
pered class, and it would only affect 
those in permanent and good employ- 
ment, while going to saddle industry 
with the expenditure of old age pen- 
sions; but the casual labourer and 
women who in their age require these 
pensions are left outside. 


494 


For some time past this country has 
been convinced that the treatment 
accorded to our deserving poor in old 
age requires radical reform. A Com- 
mittee appointed by this House in 1899 
and presided over by a Cabinet Minister 
made careful investigation into the 
matter and reported— 

“We recognise and we entirely concur in 
the foree of this expression of opinion ; but, 
on the other hand, we are unable to ignore the 
fact, abundantly supported as it is by the 
evidence we have had before us that cases are 
too often to be found in which poor and aged 
people, whose conduct and whose whole 
eareer has been blameless, industrious, and 
deserving, find themselves, from no fault» f 
their own, at the end of a long and meritorious 
life, with nothing but the workhouse or wholly 
inadequate out-door relief, as the reiuge for 
their declining years.” 


Again the great friendly societies to 
whom the country is so indebted, 
had in too many instances the shadow 
of insolvency hanging over them. Mr. 
Stead, the well-known friendly society 
secretary, declared that 75 per cent. of 
the deficiency in the funds arose from 
old age sick pay—-pay given to men who 
were not sick in an ordinary way, but 
sick with chronic illness due to the 
infirmities of old age. 

A Return issued in 1893 showed that 
1 in 3 over the age of 65 are in receipt 
of poor law relief. When you make a 
reduction in these figures of the well-to- 
do, you have the alarming fact that 3 in 
7, or nearly one-half of the working 
classes in this country in old age, no 


/matter what their calling or past con- 


duct may have been, come under the 
stigma of pauperism. While we know 
that many endure untold hardships, 
exist on an inadequate sustenance—often 
on the verge of starvation, rather than 
suffer that which is both repellent and 
repugnant to their whole nature—viz., 
association with those whom they have 
always avoided, and to whom freedom 
and independence have no attraction. 
The First Lord of the Treasury in his 


; election address, and in many speeches 
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since, and in letters, acknowledged that 
this question has to be solved, and stated | 
it must engage the anxious attention of 
the Government in the future. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham—I will quote a sen- 
tence of his, though I exonerate him 
entirely for not tackling the question 
when his hands are so full at the Colonial 
‘Office. The right hon. Gentleman said— 
‘*“T want, before my political life is termin- | 
:ated to see something done for the old. I want 
to see something done in order that men who 
have led a life of toil may look forward with- 


-out dread to the old age that comes upon all of 
us.” 


And again— 


** Legislation which will help to smooth the 
declining years of the poor against pauperism, 
these are the things—that is the programme 
for which I believe the overwhelming vote has 
been given in the present election.” 


I quote the right hon. Gentleman be- 
cause there is an important letter from 
the Prime Minister on the question in 
1898, in which he said— 


“T have expressed more than once my full 
—— of the principles involved in Mr. 
Chamberlain’s proposals.” 


As we have heard a good deal as to how 
the money is to be found, 1 would like 
to read what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said, not as an ordinary M.P., 
but as Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
said in 1895— 


“The Government also intended to reform 
the poor law, and in co-operation with the 
yreat friendly societies to aid poor working 
men in some way or other in their old age. 
It was time, too, that they considered the 
-condition of those who were reduced to end 
their days through infirmity or old age in the 
workhouse. It was time that they should 
ascertain whether they could not give to the 
deserving amongst them comfortable quarters 
—something like home, something that they 
need not look upon as he feared they now 
looked upon the institution with loathing and 
with pain.” 

The right hon. Gentleman the President | 
of the Local Government Board is also 
pledged on this question, because he said 
at Bristol— 

“The labouring poor had become very im- | 
patient and they did not understand the 


arliamentary etiquette which compelled the | 
question to be shelved.” 


Therefore I think the promoters of this 

Bill may almost claim the thanks of the | 

‘Government, and their support, for bring 

ing forward a scheme for consideration | 

today. | 
Mr. Goulding. 
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To my mind, with the question of 
Old Age Pensions is inseparable that of 
Poor Law reform. There are many in- 
mates of workhouses who are better 
housed and surrounded with greater 
comforts than many of those who con- 
tribute to their keep, and of the recipients 
of Poor Law relief who are above the age 
of sixty-five, some 370,000 on January 
Ist, 1892, nearly two-thirds are classed 
“outdoor,” and so to a large extent 
deserving poor. We are spending in this 
country eleven and a half millions a year 
on Poor Law, and one and a half mil- 
lion goes in the payment of officials 


—the cost of  in-maintenance in 
London is £28 14s. 2d. per head. Add 
to it repayment; of loans, wages 


of officials, and it rises to the great 
figure of £38 10s. per pauper—in the 
rest of England and Wales, _ in- 
maintenance is £11 7s. 5d., add repay- 
ment of loans, wages, etc., and it rises 
to £22 7s. 2d. I should like to know 
where some of our deserving poor would 
be if they had distributed among them 
even their portion of that sum, without 
the taint of the Poor Law, and were able 
to spend their days with their friends, 
I would like to point out that the figures 
I have given do not include the payment 
to those who have outdoor relief, nor are 
the salaries of the relieving officers 
included. If we remove from the cate- 
gory of paupers the deserving poor over 
65 years of age, our poor law should be 
administered at a much less cost to pro- 
vide for the thriftless and improvident. 
The promoters of this Bill have 
endeavoured to give effect to the 
recommendations of the Committee pre- 
sided over by the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford—they desire to utilise existing 
machinery—adapting it so as to remove 
all taint of pauperism, so as to avoid that 


|in any scheme there should be a large 


portion of the money granted by Parlia- 
ment for pensions, eaten up by a new 
army of officials. The salaries and 
wages of the present staff of the guardians 
amount to nearly one and half millions 
There are close on 1,800 re- 
lieving officers, men well acquainted with 
the history of the poor in this district. 
How do they propose to remove the taint ? 
A special Pensions Committee con- 
siders and decides on the claims—and 
nothing need prevent that Committee 
being strengthened by co-option. The 
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badge of free citizenship remains—-the 
payment of the pension is made through 
the same channel, viz., the Post Office, 


as for other pensioners—or, in cases 


where the pensioner has no friends 
living with whom he cares to reside, he 
can live in cottage homes with all his 
freedom. We class these men as aged 
pensioners—they would rank as deserv- 
ing veterans of labour in the same way as 


the Chelsea pensioners represented the | 


deserving, veterans of the service. In 
the beginning there would ‘exist two 
lists, as it is rightly desired that those 
deserving poor at present in the work- 
house should be able to regain their free- 
dom without delay. The County Councils 
have, through their spokesman said that 
they have not the necessary machinery. 


The Poor Law Association, on the other | 


hand, welcome the work. Then, Sir, it 
is proposed that the Local Authority 
should administer the fund, and that 
they should benefit from the saving 
that will ensue in the administration 
of the ordinary Poor Law — they also 
pay the larger share to ensure economic 
working, while the Treasury contribute 
£6 a year per Aged Pensioner. It is 
not proposed that the Treasury should 


have any representative on the ad-, 
ministrative authority, because all the, 


money given for Old Age Pensions should 
be used for that purpose, and not for the 
payment of officials. The Committee 
presided over by Sir Edward Hamilton 
estimated that the scheme would cost 
ten and a quarter millions in 1901, 
and twelve millions in 1911. 
Everyone who has 
report of that Committee will see that it 
was extra liberal in its allowance. Every 
aged pensioner in England was to have 
6s. a week, and in the case of Scotland 
and Ireland 5s. 6d. per week. It will be 
agreed that 5s. a week given to an 
aged person as a pension would be 
considered as adequate for most agricul- 
tural places, and for residents in Scotland 
and Ireland. 


The only complaint against the scheme 
is that the cost would be too great; 
but that complaint has been advanced 
whenever Old Age Pensions have been 
considered, and long before we incurred 
our present expenditure. We are now 
paying extra taxation for the war with- 
out any inconvenience. One thing, at 
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all events, this war has shown, and that 


|is that the nation can bear the necessary 
taxation required 


for this purpose 
without much inconvenience. The 
old argument that the country could 
not afford the outlay has had the 
bottom knocked out of it. I have 
alluded to the pledge given by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. If the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will follow 
the policy he inaugurated last year, 
and boldly broaden the basis of taxation 
in order that all may contribute, then 
the amount will be quickly and easily 
raised. I do not believe even the old 
theories of free trade would stand in the 
way. Earmark the taxation for Old Age 
pensions, and I believe it will be cheer- 
fully paid. Those of us who have taken 
an active part in this measure are very 
glad that my right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government 
Board is the Minister responsible. We 
all know his courage and sympathy, and 
many of us on this side of the House 
cannot forget the great help he gave us 
in the last Parliament in extending the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act to agri- 
cultural labourers. I would entreat my 
right hon. friend to add to the gratitude 
of his followers in this House, the grati- 
tude of the untold number of the 
working classes throughout the country, 
by taking the solution of this 
question on his shoulders, and by 
establishing a scheme of old age 
pensions before this Parliament comes to 
anend. His sympathies are with the 
industrial poor. He has never hesitated 
to show it in his speeches and actions. 
I would point out to him that during the 
last century Parliament was mainly 
occupied in satisfying the wants and 
removing the grievances of the middle 
classes and the well-paid artizans. Little 
or nothing was done for the indus- 
trial poor ; but surely in this twentieth 
century it is time to give them 
an innings. When many of the 
continental nations are dealing with this 
question, when many of our Colonies 
are tackling it, surely it behoves the 
Mother Country to wake up, and for 
this Parliament to declare that it will 
wipe out the inscription that is to all 
intents written over the portals of many 


| of the working classes: ‘‘ Abandon hope 


in old age,” and the fear that is engraven 





499 Aged Pensioners 


in their hearts and haunts their old age 
that they will have to work for a certain 
period and then their certain doom is 
the workhouse. Let this House decide 
to burst these shackles once and for all 
that sorrow the declining years of the 
deserving poor, and determine that 
the deserving poor, as well as the rich, 
in this country shall end their days 
emancipated and free. 


*(4.20.) Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): 
I rise with some diffidence, after the 
peroration of my hon. friend, to offer 
some views as to the real character, as 
I consider it, of the issue involved in 
this Bill which has commanded such 
ready assent from all quarters of the 
House. In my judgment it is based on 
a false theory. I think it would be 
unjust in its operation, certainly ex 
tremely difficult of application, and 
highly probably deleterious in its results 
on the social character of our people. 
What is the theory which underlies this 
Bill? It is that every child who is born 
into a civilised community, by the mere 
fact of honouring that community with 
its presence, has the right to be supported 


by his fellow citizens until he is capable 
of work and of fulfilling his own destiny, 
and that he is entitled, when no longer 
able to perform that task, to special 
accommodation and recognition for the 


services he has rendered to the com- 
munity. That is the principle — if 
principle it can be called—which under- 
lies this measure. That is net the 
motive, however, which prompts the 
honest working man to labour. The 
motive which prompts him is the instinct 
of social preservation, which induces him 
to consider that he and his family ought 
to owe their livelihood to his personal 
exertions rather than to the compulsory 
charity of others. That isa view which 
I believe to be deeply engraven on the 
the English character. It is a whole- 
some view, and one which conduces to 
the preservation of a high ideal amongst 
our people, and I regard with great 
suspicion any legislation which seems 
in the least degree likely to impair it. 
It is impossible, I think, seriously to 
contend that a man who, at the age of 
sixty-five, when hard labour becomes 
impossible for him, finds himself without 
adequate means of subsistence—pathetic 


Mr. Goulding. 
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'as that spectacle is, and anxious as weall 


are to relieve him—it is impossible, I say, 
to contend that because he has kept him- 
self for sixty-five years he is entitled, 
as a matter of right, to special considera- 
tion on the part of his fellow citizens. 

If we look at some of the difficulties 
which lie in the way of the application of 
the machinery which this Bill sets up, we 
see what confusion is likely to ensue as 
regards the selection of that portion of the 
community which is to receive the benefit 
of old age pensions. Look at the section 
which describes the qualifications which a 
man must possess to entitle him to a 
pension. He may be in receipt of an 
income from other sources, which, [ 
suppose, may include wages, not exceeding 
10s. a week. Suppose a workman is receiy- 
ing 10s. a week from hisemployer. He has 
He 
would be entitled, according to the Bill, to 
5s. His employer might say: “I would 
like to get you 2s. 6d. more ; I will reduce 


| your wages to 7s. 6d., and you can claim 


a pension, and you will then be receiving 
12s. 6d. instead of 10s.” If anyone 
suggests that cases of this kind are not 
likely to occur, | can only say he knows 
very little of the social condition of the 
class of people to whom this Bill will 
apply. Then take another extraordinary 
qualification, which I will venture to read 
to the House— 

‘* Has endeavoured to the best of his ability, 

by his industry,and by the exercise of reasonable 
providence, to make provision for himselt and 
those immediately dependent on him.” 
I have seldom read a more vague and 
unsatisfactory form of words. It is 
evident that my hon. friends found 
themselves in considerable difficulty in 
devising a form of words which would 
secure that the aged persons whom they 
desire to benefit should include only men 
and women who have made an effort during 
their lives to make provision for their old 
age. The Committee sits down to examine 
the list of applicants for old age pensions. 
Will it not be evident to the House that, 
according as the Committee is disposed or 
indisposed to increase the list of pensions 
chargeable on the rates, they will give a 
rigid or loose interpretation to the section 
I have read. If they give it a loose 
interpretation, they can put practically 
anyone they choose on the pension list ; 
whereas, if they give it a rigid interpreta- 
tion, they can practically exclude every- 
one. 
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[ said that not only was the Bill 
difficult in its application, but it 
would be unjust in its operation. It 


would be unjust for the reason already | 
stated by my hon. friend in his admirable | 


speech. Men earning 12s., 13s., or 20s., 
might have to contribute towards the 
cost of these pensions, but they would 


not be eligible themselves, and they would | 


be helping to put men in the same class 
as themselves in a privileged position. 
Another difficulty is that there is no 
security that the supervision of the 
guardians would be sufficiently strict and 
discriminating. It i a very invidious 
thing to have to choose between one set 
of people and another—to have to divide 
the people into sheep and goats. It is 
a task from which anyone might shrink, 
and I do not think it is desirable to place 
such a burdensome and invidious duty 
on persons living in the district, whose 
decision must, to a very great degree, 
be influenced by personal and private 
motives. Whoare the people from whom 
it is proposed to take rates and taxes in 
order to set up an Old Age Pension 
Scheme? I am not speaking now of the 
wastrel or the neer-do-well. I am speak- 
ing of the happy-go-lucky working man 
who does not belong to a club or a 
a friendly society, who has not put 
money into a savings bank, but who, 
nevertheless, has supported his wife and 
family, and has reached the age of 
sixty-five without having made any appli- 
cation for relief. I should very much 
doubt if he would not consider it a 
distinct grievance if the rate collector 
called on him, and demanded his quota 
towards the rate levied for carrying 
out an Old Age Pension Scheme. 

If we look at the Bill as a whole, it is a 
Bill for increasing Poor Law relief ; it is a 


Bill which goesalong way towardsimpairing | 
the principle which, after a longconflict and | 
difficult history, was evolved and put into | 
At that 


operation in the Act of 1834. 
time destitution was made the test for the 
receipt of compulsory charity, but we are 
now asked to set up a different test, by 
which people shall be entitled to relief 
who are not properly described as being 
destitute. Directly you establish that 
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}and convincingly in the Report of the 
| Commissioners who were sent to examine 
‘into the problem before that Act was 
introduced. I iook with extreme alarm 
upon any attempt to impair the sanctity 
of that Act. It is all a question of ex- 
| pediency ; it is a question of whether, by 
passing a measure of this kind, you are 
really going to improve the, character, 
habits, and happiness of the people as a 
whole. I venture to think that the 
passing and carrying into effect of such 
an Act will have a distinctly deleterious 
effect upon the habits of the people so far 
as thrift is concerned. The knowledge 
that a pension of 5s. or 7s. can be obtained 
at a given age by the observance of 
ordinary decency, by the trying to keep 
one’s self from Poor Law relief during the 
years between thirty-five and sixty-five, 
will not conduce to the formation of 
provident habits among our people, or the 
preservation of that disposition to thrift, 
of the growth of which during the last 
century we have had such gratifying 
proof. I believe a spirit is growing up 
amongst the people in the direction of 
providing for themselves against all the 
ordinary contingencies of life. There will 
be breakdowns in the attempt to do so. 
Inevitably there will be cases which may 
be called hard cases. But many of those 
hard cases are already provided for, and 
more still may be provided for by the 
kindly operations of individual philan- 
thropy, by the assistance of friends, 
neighbours, children, and relatives, or by 
the pensions which many charitable 
endowments are now able to give. But I 
do not believe that the placing of such an 
Act as this on the Statute Book will tend in 
the right direction. I am convinced that, 
so far as it works at all, it will tend in the 
direction of stopping that steady progress 
of which I have spoken. Because I 
believe that the safety and prosperity of 
this country lie rather in the direction 
of bringing about such results as the 
promoters of this Bill hope to achieve by 
the operation of natural causes and the 
/development of forces which we see 
already in operation. I deprecate a 
| change which [ fear will prove extremely 
| deleterious to the real prosperity, hap- 
| piness, and comfort of our people. 


principle, you again open the flood gates ; | 
you let in, at all events to a considerable | 
degree, the state of things which prevailed | 


| (4.40.) THE 
before the Act of 1834 was passed, and, LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
which is revealed so graphically, fully, ' WALTER Lon, Bristol, S.): lam gladtojoin 


PRESIDENT oF THE 
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ber for West Cambridgeshire on the 
admirable manner in which he intro- 
duced this subject to the notice of the 
House. His speech was clear and 
moderate, and it did much to start the 
debate on the agreeable lines, as com- 
pared with many of our debates, which 
it has followed I shall have something 


to say presently in reference to some | 


of the statements made by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, but even they have not 
been so vehement as is usual with them 
in their denunciations of His Maiesty’s 
Government, or in their criticisms of 
what the Government has or has not 
done. 

In the first place, I hope the House, and 
people outside the House, will take 
notice of this startling fact: We have 
been discussing today a Bill affecting one 
of the most important questions we can 
be asked to consider, one touching the 
present and future well-being of the 
people to whom we look to maintain our 
country. [A laugh.] The hon. Member 
for the Harborough Divison laughs 
because I so describe it. 

Mr. LOGAN Har- 
borough): No, no. 


(Leicestershire, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Then I beg 
his pardon. I heard him laugh, and I 
misunderstood the meaning of it. 


Mr. LOGAN: I agree with you. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: But I have 


not yet said what I was going to 
say. I am glad the hon. Gentleman 


has so much confidence in me. But 
it is a fact which ought to be 
noted that, although we have been 


discussing this important subject — im- 
portant, as | have already said, because 
it affects the present and the future 
well-being of many thousands of people 
in this country, and beyond that, 
although this point has naturally not 
been so much dwelt on, because it entails 
vast expenditure on the taxes and rates 
of the country—yet, during the debate, 
interesting though it has been, the Front 
Opposition Bench hasnot been even sowell 
tenanted as it isat the present moment. 
[The hon. Member for the Saffron Walden 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the House 
in congratulating my hon. friend the Mem- 
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| Bilson was then the only occupant.} 
| I am not sure that even the hon. Gentle- 
/man would have been there had it not 
| been that some prophetic idea crossed 
| his mind of what I was going to say, 
|It is remarkable that a subject of this 
| kind, important as it is, costly as it must 
| be, if it were to be debated in this, or, 
indeed, in any other form— 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N): I can 
/assure the right hon. Gentleman that [ 
_had the advantage, which he had not, 
|of hearing the very able speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for the Stret- 

ford Division. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: We cordially 
_welcome the return of the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman. We all 
admit that when he is on the Front 
Opposition Bench, little other assist- 
ance is required from that quarter 
in the conduct of the business of the 
House. But I also had the advantage 
of hearing the speech of my hon. and 
learned friend, and also the rest of the 
debate, and. notwithstanding the re- 
appearance of the right hon. and learned 
Gentlemen, I adhere to what I have 
already stated to the House. This sub- 
ject is of great importance, it has been 
debated, at any rate during the earlier 
part of the sitting, in a remarkably thin 
house, especially on the other side, and 
| without the advantage of the assistance of 
'any Member of the Front Opposition 
| Bench, prepared on behalf of the Op- 
‘position to accept or disclaim any re- 
sponsibility in regard to this proposal. 

The hon. Member for Banffshire had 
something to say—rather rashly, I think 

as to the action of the Unionist Party 
in this matter. He spoke somewhat 
strongly of our neglect of this question 
of old age pensions. The hon. Member 
for Leicester described the speech of my 
| hon. friend as a liberal speech, and one 
more liberal than this Bill. I presume 
he was using the word “liberal” in its 
Narrower sense, as applied only to a 
political Party. All I can say is that 
| any such charges coming from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite are really preposter- 
ous. All the work that has been done in 
| regard to this question has been at the 
\instance of the Unionist Party. But 





| there is something more remarkable still. 
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in the record of the Party opposite which 
I will give hon. Members for their own 
benefit. In 1892, when 
Government was in office, hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, only one of whom has been 
present today, introduced a Bill dealing 
with this question. That Govern- 
ment fell, and Parliament dissolved in 
June. For three years a Government of 
their own Party was in office—the very 
time for them to repeat their experiments 
in legislation, to bring pressure on the 
Government to deal with this important 
question, and to meet the difficulties as 
they can so easily be met by increased 
taxation. But during those three years 
that Bill was allowed to remain in a 
pigeon-hole, and it was not heard of 
again until the Liberal Government had 
fallen, and a Unionist administration 
taken its place. Then activity on that 
side again displayed itself ; hon. Gentle- 
men re-introduced their Bill, and urged 
the Unionist Government to deal with 
the matter, no longer having the 
leverage they would have had if they 
had introduced their measure when a 
Government of their own party was in 
office. Therefore, I do not think that 
these charges of neglect or of the 
adoption of Liberal views and principles 
by the Unionist party come very well 
from gentlemen whose record is such as 
[have just described. 


My hon. friend the Member for 
East Wiltshire said just now that 
the Government ought to be very 


grateful to him and his friends for the 
introduction of this Bill. Within certain 
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{ 
! 


a Unionist | 


limits, and on certain conditions, which I ' 


will refer to in 
hesitate to say we are grateful for the 
initiation of a debate which has been of 
the greatest possible interest and cannot 
help, I think, being of much value. I 
have been struck by the fact that many 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House, who have enthusiastically sup- 
ported the Bill have at the same time 
by their criticisms, practically torn the 
Bill to shreds. One of the strongest 
arguments of my hon. friend was that 
the Bill is moderate and limited in 
character, and that it is safeguarded by 
certain provisions. Those 


a minute, I do not. 
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hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
has withdrawn his Amendment in order 
no longer to impede the progress of the 
Measure. We are therefore face to face 
with this fact, that many of those who 
are supporting a Bill professedly moderate 
and limited in its character, do so with 
the deliberate and frankly avowed deter- 
mination of extending its principles and 
developing its scope in the future. 
[Opposition cheers.| Very well. That 
is the view of hon. Gentlemen who have: 
never yet been charged with the respon- 
sibility of Government. If that is their 
view, and they claim it for the Party to 
which they belong, we ought to have 
heard from somebody who may be 
responsible for the government of the 
country, whether they are prepared to 
find these large sums of money, whether 
they are prepared to denounce the 
Government of the day which cannot 
find them, and to say that if they take 
their places they will find the money. 
We have had no such statement from 
any responsible speaker on that side of 
the House, and we are therefore entitled 
to comment on the strange fact that, 
while they would enormously increase 
the cost and enlarge the operation of this 
Bill, they have not yet said how they 
would be prepared to find the money it 
would require. We are all agreed as to 
what we want to do, although there has, 
I think, been some exaggeration and 
misapprehension in the speeches which 
have been made as to the true facts of 
the case. 


Reference has been made to those 
members of the labouring classes who 
will not appeal to the Poor Law for 
relief, and who starve to death in some 
dark corner. It is quite true that here 
and there you find lamentable and 
deplorable incidents of that kind, but I 
am happy to say they are very rare, 
much more rare than in the old days. 
It very seldom happens that people are 
allowed to starve themselves to death 
because of the false shame which prevents 
them, in their suffering and distress, 
resorting to the Poor Law. But that is 
not the kind of evil you are going to 


/Temove by passing a Bill of this kind. 


limitations , 
have been rejected by hon. Gentlemen it became 


If you were to carry this Bill at once, if 
law by the wave of a 


opposite who have announced their in-| magician’s wand, it would still be open 
tention of supporting the Bill, while the| to people to suffer and die from the 
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causes to which reference has been made. 
Those incidents in our industrial life 


ought not to be introduced into our | 


debates as a justification for the accept- 
ance by the House of Commons of a Bill 
of this kind. The two things are quite 
distinct. It was said just now, not in a 
speech but in the form of an interjec- 
tion, that nothing had been done in the 
direction of a reform of the Poor Law, 
such as was recommended by the Report 
of the Cottage Homes Committee. 
Whoever makes that statement must be 
complete ignorance of what has been 
going on in the country since the 
pubication that Report. In that docu- 
ment their were five recommendations, 
four of which could be dealt with by 
administration, the other requiring 
legislation. Those four are a!] in course 
of adoption in many of the unions of the 
country, and when hon. Members, as 
the hon. Member for Leicester and 
others did, talk about the cruel admin- 
istration of the Poor Law. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I did not use 
such an expression as “cruel adminis- 
tration of the Poor Law,” or anything 
approaching it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Very well; I for- 
get the exact language which struck me at 
the time, but Iacce »pt the hon. Gentleman’s 
disclaimer. References have been made 
to the action of Boards of Guardians in 
forcing unfair treatment on the paupers. 
I will put it that way. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I made no such 


reference. 


Mr. WALTERLONG: Very well; never 
mind; your’s was not the only speech. The 
hon. Member for Leicester, however, did 
refer to the unfortunate cases of people 
dying in dark corners because they were 
unwilling to appeal to the Poor Law. I 
will confine myself to that kind of case. 
The hon. Gentleman stated what he con- 
ceived to be the principle of the Poor 
Law administration in this country. I 
am unable to accept it as being an 
accurate description, but, roughly speak- 
ing, it will answer the purpose. It is 
the duty, not merely of the Boards of 
Guardians, but of every officer of Boards 
of Guardians,—relieving officers 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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'the case, too common, alas, 


and | 
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‘others to see that people do not starve 


to death, to see that they are not with- 
out food, clothing, and a roof to cover 
them. I venture to say that during the 
last 20 years—and I speak with some 
special knowledge of the subject, because 
I was for six years at the Local Govern- 
ment Board, from 1886 to 1892, as 
Under Secretary—and especially during 
the time which has elapsed since 1886, 
enormous strides have been made in the 
administration of the Poor Law in this 
country, and great developments have 
taken place in connection with the re 
commendations of the Committee to 
which reference has been made. In 
many cases where it is possible, Guardians 
are discriminating between different 
classes of paupers, separating the wastrel 
from the honest sufferer, and doing 
everything they can within reason and 
within certain limits to iighten the pres. 
sure of poverty and to lessen the suffer- 
ings of the well-behaved poor. But when 
it is said that too little has been done in 
this direction, and that more legislation is 
required, hon. Members on both sides 
forget this one fact, that in many of the 
unions of the country the area of the 
union is so small and the ratable value 


so low that expenditure such as 
would be required if you are 
going to improve’ the adminis 
tration of the law  is__ practically 


impossible without casting upon those 
unions a burden which they cannot 
bear. We are all agreed that some 
steps in the direction of the estbalish- 
ment of an old age pensions system is 
most desirable. [The hon. Member for 
the Stretford Division was understood to 
dissent.] I do not think my hon. and 
learned friend will differ from me when! 
have stated my case. Iam now speaking 
not from my experience as head of the 
Local Government Board, but from the 
experience | have gained as a resident in 
an ordinary country village. I say that 
there are cases here and there where 
special provision requires to be made. 
I will give the House an instance. Take 
in some of 
our country villages, where a man 
during the best years of his life, during 
thirty, forty, or fifty years of strenuous 
toil, has been a subscriber to his village 
friendly society. What more can that 
man do than he has done by honest 
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labour and sober conduct to put some- | 
thing out of his savings into the village | 
‘have my doubts as to the welcome with 
'which such an addition to the income 


club to provide for the day of difficulty ? 
But just when the day of difficulty 
comes, just when the moment comes 
for him to reap the reward of his long 
years of industry, the village club breaks, 
and he is left with nothing but the 
Poor Law to goto. Does my hon. and 
learned friend deny that it would be 
well that the Guardians should have 
power to deal specially with that man, 
and to give him some relief, the receipt 
of which would not deprive him of his 
rights as a citizen ? 


Mr. CRIPPS: I do not deny what 
my right hon. friend is now saying as 
regards the Poor Law. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I carefully said 
some system of pensions in special cases. 
Call it what you like; I am not going 
to quarrel about names. That particular 
kind of case is one which the Poor Law 
authority ought to be able to deal with 
without casting upon the individuals 
concerned the disabilities of the loss of 
civil rights. I could give other cases, 
but it is unnecessary to do so now. 
We are all agreed. With one or two 
exceptions the debate today has gone 
entirely in the one direction—that some 
alteration in the system by which the 


poor of the country are at present re-, 


lieved is desirable. Where we differ is 
as to the method by which this is to be 
done. 

We have had, as I have said, a very 
interesting debate, but I have been 
struck by the light and airy fashion in 
which the whole crux of the question 
has been practically passed over. It all 
comes back to the question of cost. I 
want to call the attention of my hon. 
iriends who are responsible for this 
measure to what appears to me to be 
the extraordinary injustice of the in- 
cidence of the cost of these pensions as 
proposed in the present scheme. They 
have devoted most of their attention, 
and hon. Members opposite the whole, 
to the case of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. We have been told, “ You 
have such enormous revenue, and such 
enormous expenditure, that this addition 
would be a mere nothing; 2d. or 3d. or 


5d. on the income tax is a mere detail|to be provided for? 
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which for this purpose would be 
welcomed by the whole country.” I 


tax would be received. But I will not 
dwell upon that now. What I want 
to deal with is the remainder of the 


expenditure. The House has been told 
|what the cost of this scheme would 
be as calculated by Sir Edward 


Hamilton’s Committee. The hon. Member 
for East Wiltshire in his eloquent speech 
told us that he hoped great things from 
the reduction in poor law expenditure 
which would follow the adoption of 
some system of old age pensions. But in 
the figures which have been quoted, 
and which are now before me, allowance 
has already been made for that possible 
reduction. Then let me remind the 
House that whatever system of old age 
pensions may be adopted, and however 
successful it may be, your Poor Law 
institutions will have to be maintained, 
because the vast majority of the poor 
who are now in our workhouses are not 
able-bodied people who can provide for 
themselves, they are the suffering, bed- 
ridden, epileptic, for whom provision 
must be made in infirmaries and so on 
if they are to be properly dealt with. 
I therefore beg the House not to build 
upon any reduction of expenditure in 
that direction. It is perfectly true that 
rates are going up, that such a great 
deal of money is spent occasionally that 
it makes us wonder whether it can be 
required, but I am confident that those 
Members who believe in a scheme of old 
age pensions, and who, therefore, are 
interested in bettering the condition of the 
labouring poor, would be the last, if they 
really examined the facts, to agitate or 
to press for any reduction in the cost of 
the maintenance of the Poor Law In- 
stitutions of the country. But full 
allowance has been made for any such 
possible reduction, and yet, if Scot- 
land is to be included— and everybody 
admits that ultimately Scotland would 
have to be included—the cost for 1901 
would have been over £10,000,000 ; for 
1911, it would be over £12,000,000 ; for 
1921, over £15,000,000. How is that 
divided? We have heard of nothing but 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
the income-tax. How is this heavy cost 
In 1901 the 


T 
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‘Treasury would have been liable for 
£3,930,000 and the local rates for 
£6,370,000, and the latter sum grows 
to £7,000,000 and to £9,000,000. If 
that £6,370,000 was levied at the present 
moment it would amount at the very 
lowest estimate —I am _ understating 
rather than overstating the amount—to 
a rate of 7d. or 8d. on the general rate- 


able value of the country. 


But that is not the full extent of the 
injustice. By this proposal you cast on the 
committees of boards of guardians the 
duty of establishing pensions and pay- 
ing for them partly out of the rates and 


partly out of the taxes. How would 


this charge fall on different local unions ? 
The recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission was that the grant from the 
Exchequer should be based on population. 
I think my hon. friend was wise in not 
accepting that recommendation. But in 


the Bill the proposal is that, while each 


union shall pay its own pensions, 
one-half of the cost shall come 
out of the Exchequer and _ one- 


half practically out of the rates. If 
the House will follow that a little further, 
they will see how extraordinary would 
be the injustice as between different 
1 will take the Union of St. 
George’s, Hanover-square, and the Union 
of St. Olave’s. 
tically the same in each of those unions, 


unions. 
The population is prac- 


but the rateable value of St. George’s, 
Hanover-square, is more than three times 
If the 
ratio of pensions were the same in both 


as great as that of St. Olave’s. 


unions the burden which would fall on 
St. Olave’s would be three times as great 
as that which would fall on St. George's, 
Hanover-square. This is assuming the 
But we 


know periectly well that the poorer the 
Mr. Walter Long 


ratio of pensions were the same. 
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union was the. greater would be the 
number of demands for pensions, and 
if you take the figures of the pauperism 
in these districts it works out in this 
way. Assuming ‘that the number of 
people with incomes not exceeding 10s. 
a week is much larger in St. Olave’s 
than in St. George's, Hanover-square, 
and that the amount oi pauperism in St. 
Olave’s is nearly double the amount in 
St. George’s, Hanover-square, the burden 
thrown on St. Olave’s by this Bill would 
be six times as great in respect of the 
same pensions, payable to the same class 
of individuals, as it would be in St. 
George’s, Hanover-square. Can my hon. 
friends seriously ask;the Government to 
agree to a measure which proposes 
expenditure so grave and espenditure 
which would fall insc unjust a fashion on 
particular ratepayers in particular unions? 

A good deal of what has been said 
has tended in the ‘jdirection -indicated 
by my hon, friend the Member for the 
Ecclesall Division. In that very ad- 
mirable speech—his first speech in the 
House—not only did he appear to 
address himself to the question with 
but, 


considering he is a ‘new Member, he 


singular clearness and aptitude, 


appreciated with marvellous rapidity 
He told 


us that while he aavocated and defended 


the Parliamentary: situation. 


the Bill, he realised the gravity of the 
financial aspects off the question. He 
described the devate as being, to a large 
debate, 
not 


an academic and he 
indicated that he did believe it 
would be possible at this particular time 
to find the 


the Member for 


extent, 


money. My hon. friend 
East Wiltshire, in the 
eloquent and pathetic appeal he made to 


the Government, appeared to follow very 


_much the same line of thought, because 


he appealed to us before we left office 
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to deal with this question in some 
satisfactory manner. But, while some 
of my hon, friends appeared to realise 
before I rose what must be the reply 
of His Majesty’s Government, others, 
who are keen advocates of old age pen- 
sions, who had worked hard to find a 
solution of this difficult problem, he 
told us today that the Government 
and the Chancellor of the 
could easily find the additional money 
required for this particular purpose. 
But do they believe in their hearts 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could easily impose the additional tax- 
They 
hon. 


Exchequer 


ation necessary ? do not share 


the views of Members opposite, 
who have denounced the war expendi- 
ture of the Government; who have 
declared that money has been wasted 
in that direction, which ought to have 
They 
hold that the Government is right in 
the policy they have pursued; they 
believe thatgthe expenditure has been 
wise and just, and, so far from asking 
that it should be lessened, they are 
rather in favour of additional expendi- 
ture being incurred in order that this 
scheme may be carried into effect. {I 
cannot believe that in their hearts they 


imagine the answer of the Government 


been devoted to other purposes. 


at this time, can be other than in one 
particular direction. But, even if they 
could deal with this question of® tax- 
ation as easily as some appear to think, 
I ask whether | have not given them, 
by what I have fput before them in 
regard to the rating question, some 
ground for considering whether they 
would be justified in casting on the 


shoulders of the ratepayers of the country 


@ burden not only so great, but so un- | 


just in its incidence between different 
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ratepayers in different parts of the 
country. 


Then I submit to the House—although 
reference has been made to it 
by the hon. and learned Member for the 
Stretford Division 
attempt whatever has been made by 
those responsible for the Bill to deal with 
this difficult question of the local taxation 
part of the expenditure which would be 
caused by the adoption of the measure. 


and others — no 


It has been said by one or two of my 
hon. friends that the local taxpayers of 
the country have no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer; that there is nobody to stand 
up in this House and protect them, as 
the 
Imperial taxpayers. That is true to a 


my right hon. friend protects 


large extent, but it is one oi the duties 
of the head of my Department to look 
after the local taxpayer, although I am 
afraid it more often falls to my lot, or to 
the lot of the President of the Local 
Government Board for the time being 
to urge on further expenditure, rather 
than to protect the ratepayer against 
fresh burdens. 


I am bound to ask the :House to con- 
sider whether the Government should be 
asked to give their sanction to a Bill, 
which, if passed with their sanction, 
would entail the finding of the money 
which this Bill would require. The 
Colonial and the Prime 
Minister have said that the Government 


Secretary 


believe a reform of the Poor Law in the 
direction of the establishment of some 
system by which you will provide for the 
very poor and deserving without casting 
them on the Poor Law is ‘a step in the 
right direction. We have done our best 
to find a solution of the question, and 
we have hitherto failed. We are not 








515 Ayed Pensioners 


likely to put ourselves in opposition to 
the principle of a proposal with which 
we are so much in sympathy; but we 
cannot hold out the smallest hope to 
those who are responsible for this Bill, 
that, if the House sees fit to read it a 
second time, they can look to us for a 
financial system, without which the Bill 
cannot possibly be carried into effect. I 
hope I have made perfectly clear the 
position we take up with regard to this 
question. We share to the full the 


sympathetic views which have been 
expressed as to the condition of the 
poorer of our wage-earning class. I 
think myself there has been some little 
exaggeration as to the position of the 
1 do not 


that people realise how great has been 


wage-earning class. believe 
Suffering there is, 
The 
race for life is keener than it ever was, 


the improvement. 


and, I am afraid, always will be. 


and competition is greater than it ever 
was, but fortunately the position of the 
wage-earning class has materially im- 
proved—they are stronger in themselves, 
they are better off than they were; 
and I hope no step will be taken in 
the direction of Poor Law {reform 
which will tend to weaken the spirit 
of independence and __ self-reliance 
that has done so much to make our 
people what they are, and to build up our 
national character. I do not suggest 
that the granting of pensions would 
necessarily undermine the working-men’s 
character, but I do say that any proposal 
of the kind must be most carefully con- 
sidered and applied so that it will not do 
any injury to the working classes; and 
the expenditure must be provided in a 
way that will cast the burden equally 
and fairly over the whole community. 
These conditions are not fulfilled by this 
Bill. 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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I do not find myself in agreement 
with that part of my hon. friend’s scheme 
which suggests that working men should 
make no contribution at all towards those 
pensions. I think that is a condition 
that ought to be enforced in any measure 


of this kind. 


of small importance when we know that, 


But criticism of detail is 


however anxious we may be for reform, 
and however sympathetic we may be in 
the case of the suffering of the poorer 
class of the community, the scheme now 
under discussion, or any similar scheme 
is not possible unless you are prepared to 
find the money which its adoption would 
cost. A large part of the money is to 
come out of the Exchequer, and to com- 
ply with the demand of the promoters of 
the Bill would be undoubtedly to suggest 
that the 
money for that purpose. 


Government should find the 
I can only 
repeat in the most emphatic terms that 
the House cannot expect the Government 
to hold out any hope of finding the funds 
they require, and even if they could I 
would ask my hon. friends to reconsider 
their position, because I am confident that 
if the Government were to find the money 
done to the 


the injustice ratepayers 


would still be very great. They would 
have to readjust the proposal before ask- 
ing the ratepayers of the country to bear 
the burden. I agree with those who have 
spoken before me that the discussion has 
been practical, useful, and harmonious. 
It has thrown fresh light on some of the 
difficulties we knew of before, and it has 
brought to light some fresh difficulties. 
So far as I am concerned, as head of the 
Local Government Board, I can state that 
we will continue to labour as we have 
done hitherto to secure all that is possible 
in connection with the administration of 
the Poor Law in order that everything 
just and right should be done to improve 
the condition of those who suffer so much. 
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(5.18.) Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): The President of the Local 
Government Board has alluded to the 
debate as one of great importance, I 
believe it is one of great importance, but 
when he claims that the work done in 
connection with this movement has been 
all done at the instance of the Unionist 
Party, I no longer agree with him. He 
has taunted the Opposition by saying, 
that between 1892 and 1895 the Liberal 
Government did not take up this ques- 
tion. The Liberal Government were 
occupied with Bills which were admitted 
to be of first class importance during 
those years, and they set an example 
which has not been followed by the 
present Government of occupying a very 
large period of the year in endeavouring 
to carry social legislation into effect. 
But how were they met? They were 
met with obstruction and abuse by the 
Conservative Party, not only in connec- 
Local 
matters, but in 


tion with Government Board 
connection with other 
Bills of a social character which were 
then introduced. If the present Gov- 
ernment were not in earnest in con- 
nection with this matter, some of the 
pledges they gave ought never to have 
been uttered in the country or in this 
House. For instance, the First Lord of 
the Treasury, speaking on April 24th, 
1899, used these words in connection 
with the Committee which 


posed— 


was pro- 


‘“*We do not appoint this Committee to shift 
on to other shoulders a responsibility that 
belongs to us, nor to delay legislation on the 
subject, but we say that, inasmuch as two 
inquiries already held have proved barren, so 
far as schemes are eoncerned, inasmuch as that 
Committee and that Commission, though they 
have collected a mass of valuable materials, 
have made no concrete proposal, the Govern- 
ment believes that it is wise and prudent to 
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appoint a Committee to undertake the task at 
the point at which those two bodies left it.” 
[(4) Debates, 1xx., 439.] 


That Committee was appointed and they 
reported, and this Bill is based on their 
report. Now, the Government object to 
the passing of the Bill, although it is 
brought forward to carry out the Report 
of the Committee, for the appointment 
of which Mr. Balfour said the responsi- 
bility belonged to him and his Govern- 
ment. 


I do not want to make an un- 
necessary Party attack, but we know that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, whose presence 
we have not had here this afternoon, at 
one time thought his plan so simple that 
everyone could understand it. It was 
just the other day that he said he 
no longer plumed himself on being an 
author, and he left itto the Trade 
Unions and the Friendly Societies to 
make some suggestions. The Trade 
Unions have met and they have recom- 
mended a universal scheme. | myself 
amin favour of a universal scheme. I 
am prepared to accept this measure as in 
the direction of securing the old age 
pensions, which are much required in 
the country. I do not think this Bill is 
all that it might be. 
is no appeal in the event of any Party 


For instance, there 


spirit being shown by the Guardians in 
refusing relief. The question of old 
age pensions and the incidence of tax- 
ation is one on which the Government of 
the day ought to decide when they have 
pledged themselves to the principle. I 
believe in a system of direct taxation and 
the raising of the money on a graduated 
scale. I believe the money could be 
raised for this purpose as easily as it is 
raised for the purposes of the 
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War in South Africa. Two or 
three Members opposite have objected 
to_this Bill because they hold that there 
was no iright whatsoever for the 
individual to secure 
Pension from the State. We already, by 
* our Poor Law system, grant outdoor or 
indoor relief to the poor people of this 
country, and it is only a question of 
organisation the carrying of that prin- 
ciple further, and saying whether or not 
you are going to grant old age pensions. 
Unless you want to see men who are the 
soldiers of industry, in their old age 
starving, as they often do, it is necessary 
that you should introduce a Bill of a 
practical kind which the Government of 
the day is prepared to support. I repre- 
sent a constituency where I believe there 


an Old Age! 
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entirely. He came from a part of the 
country where there were in existence 
benefit societies which answered the pur- 
pose of providing old age pensions. The 
agricultural districts were already feeling 
the great weight of the burden of local 
taxation in the form of rates, and he 
should feel it his duty to oppose 
this Bill because they had a burden 
at present which they were so unable 
to bear. Secondly, any scheme with 
regard to old age pensions which 
would minimise the number of members 
in benefit societies, ought to be very 
seriously considered before legislation 
was passed. The sick benefit and old 
age pensions these societies bound to- 
gether in one scheme, and they belonged 
to a class of benefit soc eties in which 


are poorer individuals than in any other | the money was not actually paid to the 
district almost, throughout this country | Members, but on their reaching the age 
—men who are agricultural labourers and | of sixty the money was returned with 


only receive ‘about 13s. a week. They 
work all their lives industriously, and it 
is impossible for them to save anything 
adequate to keep them out of the work- 
house in their old age. I believe a 
measure of this kind would be a great 
blessing to them. It would not deprive 
workmen of that inducement to thrift, 
which I believe to be to their advantage. 
I certainly will vote for the second Read 
ing of the Bill. 


(5.24.) Mr. RAYMOND-GREENE 
Tose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There are still a few 
minutes left for debate. 


*Mr. BATHURST (Gloucestershire, 
Cirencester) said he represented a con- 
stituency which was agricultural almost 

Mr, J. A, Pease. 





the interest accruing and the Member 
was in possession of a lump sum with 
which he could purchase an old age 
pension. He thought these two interests 
were at stake in the Bill and he thought 
his constituency would support him in 
opposing the Bill because it entailed au 
increase of local taxation and because 
it would seriously interrupt the increase 
of the membership of these societies. 


Question, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
a second time,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for tomorrow: 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Third Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before six o’clock, 
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OFFICE OF LORD GREAT 
CHAMBERLAIN. 
The Minutes of Proceedings before the 
Committee for Privileges to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, &c.)BILL [H.1.). 
=: A petition of Moss’ Empires, Limited, 
> praying for leave to present a petit on 
. praying to be heard by counsel against 
: the Bill, although the time limited by 
> Standing Order No. 92, for presenting 
~ such petition has expired; read, and 
< ordered to lie on the Table ; and Stand- 
: ing Order No. 92 to be considered to- 
} morrow, in order to its being dispensed 
with in respect of the said petition. 


Mew 


{ STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
. Report from, That the Standing 
. Orders not complied with in respect of 
the following Bills ought to be dispensed 
: with and the Bills allowed to proceed :- 
> Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
[H.L. }, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Tramways [H.L. ], 


Corporation 








trict Tramways [H.L. }. 


> «Ff 


. That the Standing Orders not complied 

< with in respect of the 

: London County Council (Tramways 

3 and Improvements) Bill 

: ought to be dispensed with, provided the 

‘powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 
2, 3, 4, 6, 6a, 6B, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 13 be 
struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 


Hastings Tramways Bill [H...] 


allowed to proceed, provided all powers 
for the construction of the proposed 
extension Tramway be struck out of the 


Bill. 
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That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Birmingham and Midland Tramways 
Bill [H.L.] 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided all powers 
to construct Tramways Nos. 1. 7, 7A, 8, 
9, 9A, and 9B be struck out of the Bill, 
unles; the consent of the Oldbury Urban 


District be proved before the Committee 
on the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 


Exeter and District Tramways Bill 
[H.L.] 

ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided the powers 
to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 4, 5, 8, 
9, and 10, and so much of Tramways 
Nos. 2 and 3 as lie within the boundaries 
of the City of Exeter, be struck out of 
the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the 
Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided the powers 
to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 23, and 
24, be struck out of the Bill. 
That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the 
London and Brighton Electric Railway 
Bill [H..] 
‘ought not to be dispensed with. 
Read, and agreed to. 


WADHURST GAS BILL, 
| Read 2*, and committed. 
| DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 
| Read 2*, and committed; The Com- 


of Selection. 


| mittees to be proposed by the Committee 


WREXHAM WATER BILL [u.1}. 
Read 3* and passed, and sent to the 


/ Commons. 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 
1.) BILL [u.1.], 


U 
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CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 
2.) BILL [...], 

CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 1.) BILL [x.1.], 
CITY AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2.) BILL [u.1.], 
KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL [u.t.], 
KING’S ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY 
EXTENSION) BILL [1.1. }, 


NORTH EAST LONDON RAILWAY (No. 1.) 
BILL [u.1. ], 
NORTH EAST LONDON RAILWAY (No. 
2.) BILL [#1], 

PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No. 1.) BILL [n.1.], 
PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No. 2.) BILL [H.1.], 

WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY BILL [8.1. ], 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAILWAYS 
BILL [#.1.], 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 

RAILWAY (NEW LINES, Xe.) BILL [H.1.], 

CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (NEW 
LINES) BILL [.1.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the 
Select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz. :— 

M Bath, 

E. Lauderdale, 

V. Knutsford, 

L. Zouche of Haryngworth, 

L. Windsor (chairman) ; 
agreed to, and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Wednesday, the 16th of April, at eleven | 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the | 


Committee, with leave to the petitioners | 
praying to be heard by counsel against | 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also | 
counsel for the Bills. 


LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS) BILL [u.1.}, 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [u.t.], 
LONGWOOD GAS BILL [u.1.], 
RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [u.1.], 
NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS | 

BILL [u.1 }, | 

BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | 

BILL [u.1.}, 

NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- | 
WAYS BILL [1.1.}, 

TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [u.1.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 

tion, That the following Lords be 


{ 


‘LORDS} 


(sovernors, 
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proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 

E. Carnwarth, 

E. Camperdown (chairman), 

L. Crofton, 

L. Denman, 

L. Monteagle of Brandon ; 
agreed to, and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly; the Committee to meet 
on Thursday, the 17th of April, at eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, that Standing Orders Nos. 
92 and 93 be suspended; and that the 
time for depositing petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, which would 
otherwise expire during the adjournment 
of the House at Easter, be extended to 
the first day on which the House shall 
sit after the Recess. 


RETURNS, REPORT'S, ETC. 
AFRICA: No. 3. (1902.) 
Correspondence respecting the rising of 
the Mullah Muhammed Abdullah in 
Somaliland and consequent military 
operations, 1901-1902 (in continuation 


of Africa, No. 5, 1901). 


COLONTES (ANNUAL), No. 350. 
St. Vincent: Report for 1900, 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 
Annual report and accounts of the 
for the year ended 31st 
December, 1901. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 

I. Annual report of proceedings under 
the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the Copy- 
hold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 
to 1899, the Metropolitan Commons Acts, 


| 1866 to 1898, the Drainage and Improve- 


ment of Land Acts, the Universities and 
College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898, the 
Glebe Lands Act, 1888, &c., &c., for the 
year 1901. 
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I]. Annual reports of proceedings 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts, the 
Markets and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) 
Acts, &e., &e., for the year 1901. 


Kingscourt, &e., 


BUTTER REGULATIONS. 

Minutes of evidence to the interim 
report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture 
and the Department of Agriculture, and 
other industries and technical instruction 
for Ireland, to inquire and report upon 
the desirability of regulations under 
section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, 1899, for Butter ; with a digest of 
the evidence and appendices. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 

(RECcIPTS AND EXPENDITURE). 

Returns of receipts and expenditure of 
the General Medical Council and of the 
branch councils; also of receipts and 
expenditure of the Dental Registration 
Fund for the year ended 31st December, 
1901. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION SCHEMES, INDUS- 
TRIAL AND PROVIDENT SOCIETIES 
AND TRADE UNIONS. 

Reports of the Chief Registrar of 

Friendly Societies, for the year ended 

3lst December, 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. [1.1. | 

Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ingtread. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourNne): My Lords, 
this Bill proposes to amend the law and 
practice in the County Courts in Treland, 
and it deals largely with matters of detail 


which are of interest and importance to | 


those concerned in the administration of 
those Courts. I introduced the Bill last 
year, and it passed through all its stages 
in this House, being substantially 
amended in its progress. The Bill, 
which I am now asking your Lordships 
to read a second time, is in precisely the 
same form as the Bill which left this 
House last year, with the exception of 
some drafting Amendments to one clause, 


{20 Marcu 1902} 


consistency of 


526 


Ruilway Bill. 


Bill read 2* (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday, the 22nd of April 
next. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT, 1901, 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
First Report from the Select Com- 
mittee ; considered (according to Order), 
and agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 57 
to be considered tomorrow in order to 
their being suspended for that day's 
sitting. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Fiveo clock till tomorrow 
Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 20th Murch, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The CLERK at the TABLE informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL [By ORDER]. 
(3.10.) Mr. CARVILL (Newry) moved 
thatthe Order for the committal of this Bill 
be read and discharged; that the Bill 
be referred to a hybrid Committee of 
five Members; and that all petitions 
against the Bill presented not later than 
five clear days before the meeting of the 
Committee be referred to the Committee. 
He said that public bodies in Ireland 
interested in the Bill were taken by 
surprise, and that was due to the in- 
the House itself. A 
similar Bill was decisively rejected last 


year, and if there had been any idea 


that that decision would be reversed in 
the present year petitions against the 


U2 
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Bill would have been presented. Now 
the time for presenting petitions had 
passed, and unless this Motion were 
agreed to the Bill would go through as 
an unopposed measure. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in 
arguing against the propriety of the 
decision the House came to. The House 
has ordered the Second Reading of the 
Bill and has referred it to a Select 
Committee. The only question is 
whether that or another Committee 
should deal with the Bill, and the hon. 
Member cannot argue that the Bill 
ought not to have been read a second 
time. 


Mr. CARVILL said he had not in- 
tended to put his argument in that 
form. He was simply trying to find a 
reason why he should ask the House to 
grant the relief for which he prayed. 
He suggested that that reason was to be 
found in the inconsistency of the House 
itself. Those for whom he spoke would 
have lodged petitions against the Bill 
had they had any idea that Parliament 
would have reversed its decision, which it 
did without a single argument or fresh 
fact being adduced. He thought he 
could show that no new facts were 
brought forward. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already in- 
formed the hon. Member that he cannot 
argue against the decision of the House. 
[ hope he will observe my ruling. 


Mr. CARVILL regretted that he was 
precluded from bringing forward what he 
believed to be a serious grievance. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
does not quite understand my ruling. He 
is at liberty to say that certain persons 
were not prepared to deal with the 
question in Committee because they had 
taken it for granted that the Bill would 
not be read a second time, and had con- 
sequently not petitioned against it. He 


can ask for the appointment of a hybrid | a very 


Committee, but he is not at liberty to 

argue against the decision which the 

House came to on the Second Reading. 
Mr. Carvill. 
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Mr. CARVILL said he was trying to 
suggest reasons why public bodies 


affected should be put into a position 
to lay their allegations against the Bill 
before a Committee. Otherwise he feared 
it would go through as an unopposed 
measure. He confidently asked the 
House to grant this relief. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N,) 
seconded, and said his constituents were 
taken entirely by surprise by the action 
of the House. They were most vitally 
interested, and greatly desired to appear 
before the Committee. He, therefore, 
hoped the House would meet them in a 
fair spirit. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘*That the Order for Committal of the 
Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh 
Railway Bill be read, and discharged; 
that the Bill be committed to a Seleet 
Committee of five Members, three to be: 
nominated by the House, and two by 
the Committee of Selection. 

“ That all petitions against the Bill 
presented not later than five clear days 
before the meeting of the Committee ‘be 
referred to the Committee. ; 


‘* That such of the petitioners as pray to: 
be heard by themselves, their counsel, 
agents, or witnesses, be heard on their 
petitions against the Bill, if they think 
fit, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 


“That the Committee have power to: 
send for persons, Papers, and records. 

“That three be the quorum.”— 
(Mr. Carvill.) 

*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) 
submitted that the Motion was most 
unusual and irregular, and in the case of 
an ordinary Bill involving no new 
principle it was unprecedented. He had. 
no desire to stand in the way of any 
legitimate discussion. Two petitions had 

_been presented against the Bill, and if, 
| according to the practice of the House, 
they were entitled to any /ocus standi to 
be heard before a Select Committee, he 
| was quite satisfied. It would establish 

unfortunate and __ pernicious: 
| precedent if parties, being in doubt as to: 
whether they had a /ocus standi before » 
, Select Committee, were able to obtaim 
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the reference of the measure which they 
opposed to a hybrid Committee. Such a 
course would put the promoters to very 
considerable expense when there was no 
Jocus standi whatever. 


Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.) 
supported the Motion on the ground that 
the interests of his constituents were 
seriously compromised. He failed to see 
what possible objection there could be 
to allow all persons interested an 
opportunity of opposing the Bill in a legal 
manner. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said that hon. Members did 
not realise how far they were asking 
the House to depart from its usual 
practice. There were definite Standing 
Orders which laid down the manner in 
which petitions should be lodged against 
a Bill, and as who frequently 
took the Chair in the Court of 
teferees, he urged that such a Motion 
ought not to be agreed to unless very 
special reasons were shown for taking 
the Bill out of the regular course. He 
might point out that hybrid Committees 
were usually formed in cases in which 
private interests were involved in a 
public Bill, and when it was thought 
proper that private individuals should 
have the right of being heard. Then, 
too, they were sometimes formed in 
cases in which very general interests 
were affected by a private Bill. But 
having listened carefully to what had 
fallen from the hon. Members he saw no 
reason for taking this Bill out of the 
ordinary course. 


one 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8S.) said that 
the circumstances might justify some 
special consideration, but the Motion 
went too far. The only claim which 
could be made was that petitioners 
against the Bill should not be excluded 
because the usual time for presenting 
petitions had passed. So great were the 
dangers and inconveniences of departing 
from the usual procedure, that if his 
hon. friend could only obtain satisfaction 
by substituting a hybrid for a Select 
Committee, he should feel obliged to 
vote against his hon. friend’s Motion. 
But if he would modify his Motion with 
4 view to getting permission for those 
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for whom he spoke now to lodge a 
petition which would stand the scrutiny 
of the Court of Referees, he would give 
him his support. 


(3.26.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES 
(Swansea, District) hoped that the 
hon. Member for Newry would not 
press his Motion, in view of what had 
fallen from the hon. Member for Par- 
tick, whose remarks were founded on 
long experience. The Private Bill 
procedure of Parliament had stood the 
test of time, and he thought that it 
would be unwise if the House in a 
particular case departed from the ordinary 
rule. In his judgment, no case had been 
made out of an exceptional character in 
respect of this Bill. If it could be 
shown that either by accident or 
mistake the persons opposing this Bill 
failed to lodge their petitions in time, 
no doubt some way could be found out 
of the difficulty. 


Mr. CARVILL: I say that public 


bodies affected were taken by surprise. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: That could 
hardly be said, as the Bill was before the 
House last year. 


Mr. CARVILL: And then the 
decision was the other way. My 
constituents believed in some continuity 
of policy on the part of the House. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES | said he 
was sure the Private Bill Committee 
would consider any proper representa- 
tions that might reach them. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN oF 
WAYS anp MEANS (Mr. JEFFREYs, 
Hampshire, N.) thought that the hon. 
Member had taken an unusual course. 
If the Motion was carried and the Bill 
referred to a hybrid Committee, not 
only would the petition to which the 
hon. Member referred be heard, but 
other petitions as well. It would cause 
a great deal of trouble to hear these 
petitions, and the effect might be to 
defeat the Bill altogether. The time had 
of course expired for lodging petitions, 
but the course to adopt might be 
similar to the case last session when 
the Chairman of Ways and Means 
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moved the House to suspend one of 
the Standing Orders, so 
petitioners might be heard on their case 
upstairs. He hoped the House would 
not assent to the Motion of the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. CARVILL: After the explanation 
just made and the suggestion thrown 
out by the Deputy Chairman. I ask 
leave to withdraw my Motion. I shall 
in due course make the appeal suggested, 
and I hope thus to get the relief I am 
asking for. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that in the 
case of the following Bill referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz.— 

Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 

way Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICK- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL, 

OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL, 


READING GAS BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

* To atithorise the British Electric 
Traction Company, Limited, to construct 
tramways in the counties of London, 
Surrey, and Kent; and for other pur- 
poses,” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 

Ordered, That the Salford Corporation 
Bill be re-committed in respect of Clauses 
35, 36, 37, and 38 (as numbered in the 
Bill as reprinted), relating to matters 
affecting Police and Sanitary Regula- 
tions.—(J/r. Caldwell.) 

Mr. Jeffreys. 
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TICEHURST WATER BILL, 
BARKING GAS BILL, 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 
GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER) 
BILL, 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRUMLIN 
VIADUCT) BILL, 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (SUPERAN- 
NUATION) BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 


CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 
| Lorps], 
WREXHAM WATER BILL [forbs], 
DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [ Lorpr}, 
Read the first time ; and referred to: 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
They have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers on 
the London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company and on that Company 
and the London and South Western 
tailway Company with reference to 
their joint undertaking: and for other 
purposes.’ [London, Brighton, and 

South Coast Railway Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, An Act for 
incorporating and conferring powers on 
the Caterham and District Gas Com- 
pany.” [Caterham and District Gas 


Bill (Lords). | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Wrexham 
Waterworks Company; and for other 
purposes.” (Wrexham Water Bill 
(Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, *‘ An Act 
to confer further powers on the Deal 
and Walmer Gas Company; and for 
other purposes.” [Deal and Walmer 


Gas Bill (Lords), | 
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Questions. 
’"PETITIONS. 


FOREIGN COMPETING GOODS. 
Petitions for the 
Customs Revenue Duty: From Bir- 
mingham, Middlesbrough, Bristol, and 
Shettield ; to lie upon the ‘Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: 


ham and Cambridge ; 
Table. 


From kKother- 
to lie upon the 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition from Bethnal Green. against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Deerness. 

Buckpool, and Thornliebank; to lie 

upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petitions for legislation: From Colne 
and Sandwich ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE 


OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Padding- 


ton and Blackpool; to. lie upon the 
Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY. 
Copy presented, of Annual Report 


and Accounts of the Governors for the 
year 1901 {by Command}; to lie upon 
the Table, 


EAST INDIA (OPIUM). 


presented, relative 
l4th Mareh; Mr. 
to lie upon the Table. 


thereto 
John 


Return 
| Address 


(rordon | ; 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 350 (St. Vincent, Annual Report 
tor 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
(3.40.) QUESTIONS. 
South African War—Captures of Arms 
y the Boers. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : 
ask the Secretary of State for 


I beg to 


imposition of a 
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whether he has any information as 
to the number of rifles and carbines 
and the amount of small arm ammuni- 
tion captured by the Boers from His 
Majesty’s forces; and, if so, whether he 
will communicate his information to the 
House. 


THe SECRETARY or 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, ’ 
ford): No, Sir. The hon. Member will 
understand that inall cases of captures the 
number of rifles rendered useless and 
the amount of ammunition expended 
before capture make it impossible to 
make a calculation which would be of 
value. 


STATE For 
Surrey, Guild- 


South African War Medal. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, seeing that a large pro- 
portion of those serving in the Auxiliary 
Forces now in tis country who have 
served in South Africa, have already 
received the medal for the South African 
campaign, he will endeavour to expedite 
the issue of the medal to the regular 
troops in this country thereto entitled, 

prior to the Coronation ceremony. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Every effort is 
being made to expedite the issue of the 
medals, but the clasps are not yet 
ready. 


Training of Imperial Yeomanry. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state 
what period of training the 6,000 Yeo- 
men who are to be despatched to South 
Africa next month have received, and 
whether they all have passed any tests 

of efficiency in riding and shooting. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These men have 
had from two to two and a half months 
training, but not all have passed the 
tests in riding and shooting. Those 
who proceed to South Africa will be 
required to fully pass all tests before they 
start. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Start from where— 
from this country or from South Africa 


War | for the front 4 
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Mr. BRODRICK : From this country. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): Is the House to understand 
that the Yeomanry who have been sent 


out to South Africa have had only two | 


and a half months training, or is this 
in addition to a preliminary military 
training ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
man has not followed my answer. 
Obviously the Yeomanry who were 
enlisted two and a half months ago 
could not have had more than two and 
a half months training. But they will 
not be despatched to South Airica until 
they fully satisfy the General Officer 
Commanding at Aldershot as to their 
efficiency. 


Imperial Yeomanry and Line Commis- 
sions. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
number of Imperial Yeomanry subaltern 
officers is below the establishment, and 
that the Yeomanry force has now 
been made subject to the Militia Act of 
1882, he would consider the advisability 
of allowing Yeomanry officers to obtain 
commissions in line regiments, as is the 
ease in the Militia. 


Mr. BRODRICK; Yes, Sir. It is pro- 
posed to give Yeomanry officers this ad- 
vantage. A Yeomanry subaltern must 
have attended two full Yeomanry train- 
ings without any leave, and be recom- 


mended by his commanding officer to | 


be allowed to compete (on same terms 
as a Militia subaltern) for a cavalry 
commission, 


Meat Contract. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether, by registering 
the Imperial Supply and Cold Storage 
Company in Pretoria, the promoters have 
been able to evade the registration fees 
and capital duty payable in this country ; 
whether he is aware that the registration 
duty for limited companies under Trans- 
vaal laws is £30 ; and if he will state the 
total duty payable if this company had 
been registered in London. 
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THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The promoters of the com. 
pany were under no statutory obligation 
to register it under the Companies Acts 
of this country; and if they did not do 
so, of course no registration fees or 
capital duty were payable. The duty 
payable, if the company had been regis- 
tered in the United Kingdom, would 
have been 5s. for every £100 of the 
/ nominal capital, with the addition of fees 
to a possible maximum of about £50, 
We heard from Lord Milner more than 
a month ago that a new law on the sub. 
ject of the duties on registration and on 
the nominal capital of companies in the 
Transvaal was in course of preparation 
and his attention was called to the ad 
visability of making these duties not less 
than those paid here. 





Mr. MARKHAM: I beg.to asx cuc 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
War Office granted the provisional agree- 
ment for the South African meat con- 
tract to Messrs. Meyer, Weil & Joel to 
enable these gentlemen to register a 
limited company in Pretoria; and 
whether he was aware at the time that 
by granting this provisional agreement 
the Exchequer would lose the registra- 
tion fees and capital duty on the forma. 
tion of such company. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The provisional 
agreement for the South African meat 
‘contract was entered into with these 
gentlemen, subject to their forming a 
company to carry out the contract. As 
the business of the company was to be 
carried on in South Africa, it seemed 
reasonable that it should be registered 
there. I have nothing to do with the 
registration fees of companies, either here 
or in South Africa. 


Messrs. Houlder’s Contracts. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Soroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state what 
contracts for transports, remounts, and 
provisions have been entered into during 
the South African war with Messrs. 
| Houlder, and any companies in which 
_they are known to be interested, to 
gether with the amounts respectively 


/paid to each on such contracts; and 
‘ 
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will he also say what contracts are still 
outstanding, and the amounts pertain- 
ing to them. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not prepared, 
in reply to a Question, to give the de- 
tailed information alluded to. Messrs. 
Houlder have no contracts with the 
War Office at present, as all contracts 
for the carriage of troops are made by 
the Admiralty. 


Privileges of Members of Parliament in 
visiting Fortresses, etc. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the fact that the 
hon. Member for Kine’s Lynn, prior to 
his mission to Gibraltar, at the desire of 
the Government, was allowed to have 
access to that fortress, will he say why 
Members of this House are allowed pri- 
vileges in regard to this fortress which 
are denied in the case of Members who 
desire to see the workshops and ord- 
nance yards at Hong Kong or other 
military stations ; and will he say whether 
Naval and Military Members of this 
House are granted special privileges in 
matters of this character. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- 
tion in regard to the visit of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn to Gibraltar. 
As I have already told the House, 
Members of this House are not treated 
differently from other persons in this 
respect. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the Member for King’s Lynn has never 
received any favour or privilege of a 
special character from His Majesty’s 
Government, but quite the reverse ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. WEIR: [| beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, in view of the 
fact that a Member of this House is 
treated like any other person as regards 
permission to view barracks, workshops, 
and ordnance yards at military stations, 
will he explain the nature of the rules 
by which officers commanding are 
guided, and will he state whether they 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Member kindly refer to the King’s 


Regulations, especially Appendix 5 


Crimean and Indian Mutiny Veterans. 

CoLoNEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, on the 
recommendation of the Commissioners 
of the Royal Hospital, Chelsea, Crimean 
and Indian Mutiny veterans in receipt of 
very small pensions, and now in necessi- 
tous circumstances through inability to 
earn, usually have their pensions increased, 
with Treasury consent, to between Is. 
and 1s. 6d. a day, provided that they 
have been wounded or discharged for 
disability due to service ; and whether, 
if this is so, he will take steps, perhaps 
through the ofticers commanding districts 
and the local newspapers, to cireulate 
locally such information as may enable 
qualified veterans to apply for participa- 
tion in this most acceptable relief. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. The 
increase of the pensions mentioned has 
been granted provided that the men are 
suffering from increased disability arising 
from wounds or from the disease which 
led to their discharge from the Army. 
This reply shall be communicated to the 


Press. 


Volunteer Officers Camp Allowances. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can see his way to grant to 
those officers of the selected Volunteer 
Infantry Regiments, included in the 4th 
Army Corps for home defence, along 
with Militia battalions, the pay of their 
rank, and the same allowance as Militia 
oftticers receive while out for the annual 
training in camp. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The = allowances 
granted to Volunteer officers attending 
camps, amounting to Ils. per day, are 
calculated as sufficient to eover their 
expenditure. [| think it is doubtful 
whether the proposal of my hon. friend 
to convert the Volunteer ofticers men- 
tioned into a paid force would meet with 
general approbation. 


44th Essex Regiment. 
MaJor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


have discretionary powers on the subject. War whether he is aware that the 44th 
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(Essex 
eagle at Busaco in 1810; that the regi- 
ment were permitted to wear the badge 
on their undress uniform up to 1899 ; 
that application has been made since that 
date tor permission to wear the eagle on 
their appointments and accoutrements ; 
and whether, taking into consideration 
the conduct of the Essex Regiment in 
South Africa, and that the question has 
been under consideration for two years 
and a half, he can now state the deter- 


Questions. 


mination of the War Office on the! 
subject. 
Mr. BRODRICK: The War Office 


records would appear to show that the 
Essex Regiment captured a French eagle 
at Salamanca, not at Busaco. If the 
regiment wore the badge on their un- 
dress uniform, they did so without the 
authority of the Commander-in-Chief. 
The application was made and refused in 
1890. It has only recently been revived. 
There has, therefore, been no delay. 


Major RASCH: How many more years 
will the War Office take to make up its 
mind ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. and 
gallant Member could not have heard my 
answer. I said that application was made 
and retused. Hence the War Office did 
make up its mind at once. But the 
application has now been renewed, and | 
will consider whether there ought to be 
any change in the matter. 


Ashton-under-Lyne Barracks Contract. 

Mr. HERBERT WHITELEY (Ashton- 
under-Lyne): | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware in 
connection with the carrying out of a 
painting contract at Ashton-under-Lyne 
Barracks in July last the Ashton-under- 
Lyne and District Trades and Labour 
Council made complaint to the military 
authorities as to the employment of 
unskilled labour and the payment of less 
than the standard rate of wages for this 
district, and that the military authorities 
immediately ordered the dismissal of the 
men in question, and later on caused the 
work to be done again by skilled work- 


men paid the standard wages; and, 
seeing that the contractor admitted 


having acted contrary to the spirit and 
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intention of the House of Commons 
Resolution of 1891, can he explain why 
the authorities refused to exclude the 
offending contractors from tendering in 
future for Government work. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Srantey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I am aware 
of the complaint mentioned. Provided 
a contractor pays the current rate of 
wages when warned, he is not held to 
be disqualified for future tendering; 
the circumstances, however, are noted 
against him. 


Naval Pay. 

Sin JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty what is the calculated 
balance of pay, after deducting all 
charges and stoppages, the following 
units of Naval forces have respectively in 
their pockets to spend at the end of the 
week, when quartered on shore in 


‘ barracks, viz., able seamen, Royal Navy; 


ordinary seamen, Royal Navy; gunner, 
Royal Marine Artillery ; private, Royal 
Marine Light Infantry. 


THe SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): (1) The caleulated balance of pay, 
after deducting all charges and_ stop- 
pages, is as follows- 


s. d. 
Able Seamen ‘ ‘ ‘ e Ww 0 
Ordinary Seamen : , : 6 0 
Gunner, Royal Marine Artillery . 6 6} 
Private, Royal Marine Light Infaniry 4 8 


(2) It should, however, be added that 
1,364 marines ashore, being married on 
the strength of the Force, either occupy 
married quarters or receive a lodging 
allowance of 6d. a day in lieu. The 
balance of pay in their case should, there- 
fore, be taken as 

s. a. 
Gunner, Royal Marine Artillery lv 0? 
Private, Royal Marine Light Infantry 8 2 
The proportion of married marines to the 
total number ashore is about one to five. 


Marines’ Pay. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the additions of pay to be granted to the 
Army will be granted to the Marine forces. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
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The matter ; India in Council was officially 
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informed 


has never been lost sight of, and is now | by the Secretary of State for War of the 


under consider ration, 


present able to make any announcement | |«onnection with the increased pay 
| British troops, and this decision was 


on the subject. 


Lost Torpedo Destroyers. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
heg to: ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty | 
whether he will state the names of the 
various torpedodestroyersof His Majesty’s | 
Navy which have been lost since Ist | 
January, 1899, and dates of each loss. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The fol- 
lowing torpedo er destroyers have been 
lost since the Ist January, 1899 :—The 


/cannot say 


| estimated, 


“Viper,” lost on the 3rd August, 1901 ; | 
the * Cobra,” lost on the 18th September, 


1901. 


Indian Government and Increased 
Military Pay. 

*Sizr CHARLES DILKE 
shire, Forest of Dean): 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
will state at what date the Indian Govern- 
ment were consulted as to the cost to 
India of increased pay to the 


(Gloucester- | 


, British | 


troops on the Indian establishment, and | 


whether they were informed that the 
remainder of an eight-year Colour Service 
after the portion of Service of the reeruit 
spent at home was a maximum in the 
scheme, or whether suggestions for pro- 
longing the Service by two or four years 
were a portion of the matter on which 
they were consulted; whether he can 
inform the House what would be the 
financial difference to India between the 
«heme as placed before the House of 
Commons and a scheme in 
usual term of Indian Service would be 
either two or four years longer ; when the 
full reply from India is expected ; 


hers of the aay hs Council upon the 
subject will be laid before Parliament ; 
and whether he has received any official 
Reports showing the effect as regards 
eficiency of the prolongation of Service 
heyond eight years in the case of those | 


soldiers who have accepted the arrange- | | tion, 


ments proposed for temporary prolonga- | 
ion during the present wat. 


STATE 
Middle- | 
26th of 


THe SECRETARY or 
INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, 
sex, Ealing): It was on the 


which the | 


| Sirdar N 


and | 
whether the written opinions of the mem- | 
| that the letter 


| relate to 


FOR | 


“put I am not at | decision of His M: ajesty’s Government in 


to 
at 
of 


Fars telegraphed to the Government 
to 


India. As yet, no reply has been sent 


| | the communication received from the War 


Office, but the Secretary of State in 
| Coneell, in framing his reply, will give 
due weight to the views of the Govern- 
iment of India. No question has been 
raised as to the prolongation of the Service 


| by a further term of two or four years. [| 


what would be the financial 
effect of such a measure upon the revenues 
of India, as the saving would be only in 
transport charges, which cannot easily be 
and against this there might 
be an increase in invaliding. I can form 
| no opinion at present as to the date when 
the correspondence will be complete ; till 
then I cannot undertake to lay Papers on 
the Table. In reply to the last Question, 
we have received no such reports. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE gave notice 
that he would deal with the question the 
next day on the Army Votes. 


The Natu Brothers. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
has now received a copy of the letter 


which was sent on the 25th August, 
1901, by Sirdar Balvant Ramchandra 
Natu, of Poona, to J. Jenkins, Esq.. 


L.C.S., Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay ; will he ascertain why no notice 
whatever has been taken of this letter, 
not even an acknowledgment having 
been given ; and will he state when 
Natu’s claims will be considered. 


Lorb G, any signi : | am informed 
in question was handed 
in personally "hg one of the Natus, who 
was verbally told that his allegations 
would receive full consideration. They 

numerous petty items of 
and are still under investiga- 

will be decided as soon 


account, 
but 
| Possi ible. 


as 


Kobe Tansan Water Industry. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will explain why His Majesty’ s Consu! 


February that the Secretar 'y of State for | at Kobe, Japan, has hitherto omitted in 
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his Reports all reference to the Tansan 
Water Industry, which is carried on by 
an Englishman in the Kobe Consular 
District ; and, in view of the fact that 
many hundreds of persons in the villages 
around this natural mineral water spring 
are employed in this industry, and that 
extensive shipments of the water are 
regularly made, will his Majesty's Consul 
at Kobe be asked to refer in future in 
his Annual Report to this and other 
important industries owned by British 
subjects. 


Questions. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): The Report 
for 1901 has not yet been received, 
but when it arrives I will bear in 
mind the suggestion to which the hon. 
Gentleman refers, and, if necessary, 
the attention of the Consul shall be 
called to the subject. 


Slavery in Zanzibar. 

Sin JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, whether 
he will state what progress has been made 
in carrying out on the mainland of the 
East Coast Protectorate of Africa, the 
abolition of slavery, since the assurance 
given in the speech of the First Lord of 
the Treasury on June 24th, 1897, of the 
earnest desire of the Government to take 
steps in this direction ; whether, seeing 
that in the instructions given to Colonel 
Sadler, on appointment as Commissioner 
in the Uganda Protectorate, it is laid 
down that the task of educating the 
natives to a degree enabling them to take 
part in the European administration of 
the Protectorate must devolve upon the 
missions established in the country, it is 
intended to propose a special grant to 
societies carrying out educational work in 
the Protectorate. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The latest re- 
ports from our officers in the mainland 
dominions of the Sultan of Zanzibar show 
that gradual progress is being made in the 
diminution of the number of slaves. 
There are now little more than 15,000 
slaves on the mainland. The institution 
of slavery is moribund ; in a very large 
number of cases the status of slavery is 
already nominal, and in fifteen years we 
have every expectation that it will have 
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ceased to exist. It is not at present. pro- 
posed to give any special grant to educa- 
tional societies in the Uganda Protecto. 
rate, but His Majesty’s Commissioner 
will, as instructed, discuss the question of 
education with the missions, with an 
earnest desire to relieve them, so far as js 
consistent with the general policy of His 
Majesty's Government in such matters, 
from all restrictions which can hamper 
their good work. 


Warwick Assizes—Military Discipline, 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of two soldiers who were tried at Warwick 
Assizes on March 6th for burglary, and 
at first pleaded guilty, but were induced 
to withdraw their plea ; whether he is 
aware that the evidence showed that they 
broke into a house and stole articles to 
the value of £7, which were afterwards 
found in their possession at the barracks ; 
that both men said they did it in order to 
get their discharges and not to steal ; and 
that the jury found them not guilty, 
because, as the foreman said, they did not 
want the men to get their discharges ; 
and whether these men will now have to 
undergo any military punishment. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Me. 
Rircuiz, Croydon): It seems to me a 
matter for regret that these men should 
have escaped the punishment which, on 
the facts as stated in the Question, they 
appear to have richly deserved. — Having 
been found not guilty by a jury, they 
cannot be tried on the same charge bya 
Court Martial. Whether they have com- 
mitted any breach of military discipline 
for which they are liable to be punished 
[Tam unable to say. This would be a 
matter in which the Home Office is not 
concerned and which would be altogether 
independent of the charge on which they 
were tried at Warwick. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT : Has the right 
hon. Gentleman also ascertained that the 
men had been previously convicted ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not remember 
having heard that. But, whether or not, I 
do not think they can be tried by Court 
Martial on a charge on which they have 
already been acquitted, although they 
pleaded guilty. 
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Motor Car Racing. 

Me. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that several motors 
were racing on last Sunday afternoon in 
the Bayswater Road ; and if the Govern- 
ment will inquire into the best method of 
taking the necessary steps to enable such 
offenders to be prosecuted. 





*Mr. RITCHIE: I have a note from 
my hon. friend stating that such racing 
took place, but beyond that I have no in- 
formation ; and in the absence of further 
details or identification of the alleged 
offenders, I do not think anything can be 
done. 


Summoning of Jurors. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire 
Spalding) : On behalf of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leicester (Mr. Broadhurst), I beg 
toask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, in view of the fact 
that it is within the power of the county 
authorities to regulate the attendance of 
jurymen at Quarter Sessions and Assizes 
without further legislation, and that in 
some counties such arrangements are 
now being made, whether he will issue a 
crcular making clear to county 
authorities their powers in this respect. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I believe that the 
local authorities do, in some cases, make 
the arrangement to which the hon. 
Member refers. ‘The matter is, however, 
one of considerable difficulty, and I do 
not think any circular from the Home 
Office would be likely to assist them in 
so doing. 





Vaccination—Exemption Certificates. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
lor the Home Department whether, 
having regard to the varying practice of 
magistrates as to permitting, or declining 
to permit, the mother of a legitimate 
child, when the father is living, to apply 
lor, on behalf of the father, and receive | 
a certificate of exemption on account of 
conscientious objection under the Vacci- | 
nation Act, 1898, he will issue a circular | 
to clerks of Petty Sessional Courts on this | 
point. | 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: The question appears 
to turn upon the admissibility of par- 
ticular evidence in particular cases ; and 
this is not a subject upon which I can 
issue a circular as suggested. 


Battle Public Vaccinator. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he has now completed 
his inquiries with regard to the public 
vaccinator of the Battle Union who 
charged the Guardians fees for vaccinat- 
ing three persons, although he had also 
charged these persons fees as private 
patients for the operation; and whether 
he is aware that the public vaccinator 
did not draw attention to the matter, 
but that the Guardians called the atten- 
tion of the public vaccinator to the 
matter on the 21st October, with the re- 
sult that he returned the fees on the 11th 
November. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lonc, Bristol, 8.) : I have written to the 
Guardians enclosing a copy of the com- 
munication which J received from the 
public vaccinator and referring to the 
point alluded to in the second part of the 
Question. I have asked for their further 
observations on the case, and am now 
awaiting their reply. 


Vaccine from ‘Monkeys. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that Dr. 
Copeman inoculated monkeys with small- 
pox material obtained from cases under 
observation during outbreaks of the 
disease, that he inoculated calves from 
the vesicles so produced on the monkeys, 
and inoculated a considerable number of 
children from the vesicles so produced on 
the calves, as described by himself in a 
paper read before the Royal Medical and 


'Chirurgical Society on the 10th Decem- 


ber, 1901; whether those experiments 
were conducted with the knowledge of 
the parents, or with the knowledge or 


sanction or at the expense of his Depart- 


ment ; and whether Dr. Copeman is now 


'or has been in the employment of the 


Government. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The answer to 


the first two points is in the affirmative. 
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[ am informed that a considerable appointed in 1900 to consider this 


number of children were vaccinated 


with the lymph obtained from the 
calves referred to, but none of the 
vaccinations were performed by Dr. 


Copeman. I[ have no information as to 
whether the experiments were conducted 


with the knowledge of the parents of the 


children vaccinated, but they were not 
performed with the knowledge or 
sanction or at the expense of the Local 
Government Board. Dr. Copeman is 
one of the Medical Inspectors of the 
Department. 


Unvaccinated School Children. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, Harwich): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local 
‘Government Board if his attention has 
been called to the danger of infection in 
schools from children who have not 
been vaccinated; and if he will take 
steps, if necessary by legislation. to 
empower school authorities to exclude 
such children from attendance at school. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware of 
the danger referred to where smallpox is 
prevalent, but it mainly affects children 
who are not protected by vaccination. 
I may, however, point out that under 
Article 88 of the Code of Regulations 
made by the Board of Education, the 
managers of any public elementary 
school must comply with a notice of the 
sanitary authority of the district, or of 
two members acting on the advice of the 
Medical Officer of Health, requiring them 
for a specified time, with a view to pre- 
venting the spread of disease, to exclude 
any scholars from attendance. There is 
a right of appeal to the Board of 
Education if the notice is considered 
unreasonable. 
case unvaccinated children 
excluded under the Article. 


have been 


Electrical Communication with 
Lighthouses. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state what effect is given to Clause 
2 (5) of the Mercantile Marine Fund 


Act, 1898, which provides that communi- | 


cations between lighthouses and the 
shore shall, as far as practicable, be 
available for private messages; also, 
whether the Departmental Committee 


I understand that in one | ‘ SDECr 
| proper fog signal, whether it is intended 


question, and that of the extension of 
electrical communication with light. 
houses and light vessels, has reported: 
or, if not, can he say when their Report 
may be expected; and when the ¢ 
tablishment of signal stations at the 
Fastnet and Tuskar will be carried into 
effect. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GerAtp BA.rour, Leeds, 
Central): The Departmental Committee 
to which the hon. Member refers has 
presented an Interim Report recommend- 
ing the institution of a system of sig. 
nalling at Fastnet and Tuskar in accord. 
ance with the provisions of Section 2 (5) 
of the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile 
Marine Fund) Act, 1898, but — the 
carrying out of this recommendation has 
been delayed by difficulties connected 
with the adoption of the system of 
wireless telegraphy. It is hoped, however, 
that these difficulties will shortly be 
overcome. 


Douglas Head Lighthouse. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses 
decided last year to establish a fog signal 
at Douglas Head Lighthouse, subject to 
the necessary statutory approval being 
obtained from Trinity House. which, 
however, was refused ; and, seeing that 
the Board of Trade have the power to 
review this decision, and in view of the 
danger to life and property attending the 
navigation of vessels approaching the 
Isle of Man during the prevalence of 
fog, especially of passenger steamers 
bound to Douglas, in the absence of a 


to allow this requirement to remain 
unsupplied. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: ‘The Board 
of Trade, after full consideration, have 
withheld their statutory sanction to the 
scheme submitted by the Commissioners 
of Northern Lighthouses for the estab- 
lishment of a fog signal at Douglas Head 
on the ground that it is not required for 
the purposes of general trade. It is for 
the local harbour authority to consider 


what aids to navigation are necessary 
| within their jurisdiction. 
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Musical Piracies. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
[beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
cal'ed to the piracy of musical compo- 
sitions which at present prevails, and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of introducing without delay some 
measure which will bestow an effectual 
protection on the owners of musical 
copyright. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
afraid I can add nothing to the answers 
which have already been given by myself 
and the Attorney General to similar 
Questions. The present state of the law 
is undoubtedly unsatisfactory, but I 
cannot give any promise on the part of 
the Government that they will be able 
to deal with it this session. 


Vaynor (Brecon) National School. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): | beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tin whether the Board of Education 
have received complaints as to the con- 
dition of the Vaynor National School, 
County Brecon, and as to the accounts of 
the school; whether he can give dates 
on which such complaints, if any, have 
been received by the Board; whether 
these complaints have been investigated ; 
and, if so, whether he can furnish par- 
ticulars of the remedies which have been 
put into force to remove the alleged 
evils. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Sir J. 
Gorst): Reports as to the condition of 
the school premises were made by the 
Inspector in 1900 and 1901, and the 
managers were required to make struc- 
tural improvements, for which plans have 
now been furnished. A complaint about 
the accounts was made by one individual, 
but it proved on investigation to be of 
too trivial a character for further notice. 


Carloway Fishing Industry — Suggested 


Use of Motor Cars. 


results of the recent experiments with 
weight-carrying motor cars; and, in 





Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord, 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis-| 
tricts Board are acquainted with the | 
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view of the difficulty experienced in con- 
veying to the Stornoway Market the 
fish landed at Carloway and caught on 
the fishing beds off the western shores 
of the Island of Lewis, will the Board 
consider the expediency of placing a 
motor car on the road from Carloway 
to Stornoway; and, in view of the fact 
that it has not been found practicable to 
construct a light railway between Garve 
and Ullapool, will a motor ear be also 
placed on that road. 


* THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- 
formed by the Congested Districts Board 
that they do not know to what recent ex- 
periments the hon. Member refers, but 
in any case, they do not, having regard 
to their own present experience, propose 
to subsidise any such schemes as are 
mentioned in the (Question. 


Postal Servants’ Grievances. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the discontent 
existing among postal and telegraph 


, employees with reference to their condi- 


tions of service; whether he is aware 
that at conferences and public meetings, 
resolutions have been passed asking for 
the appointment of a Committee of 
Members of Parliament to inquire into 
the nature of the alleged grievances; 
and whether the Postmaster General 
will consider the advisability of recom- 
mending that a Committee composed of 
Members of this House be appointed to 
investigate and report. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): In view of the 
careful investigation made by Lord 
Tweedmouth’s Committee only a few 
years ago, the Postmaster General is not 
prepared to recommend the appointment 
of any further Committee on the subject. 


Compulsory Sunday Duty in the 
Post Ofice. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he will explain 
why there are now over 130 sorters 
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employed in the Eastern Central Section 
of the Post Oftice on compulsory Sunday 
duty, whereas in 1900 there were only 
sixty of those officers at work compulsorily 
on Sunday; whether the amount of 
work on Sunday has increased 100 per 
cent. since that time; whether the letters 
sorted by these men lie for nearly four- 
teen hours before being despatched to the 
district offices ; and if this is the case, 
could not the sorting of letters on 
Sunday be held over until early on 
Monday morning; is Sunday labour 
increasing in the Post Office ; and have 
any measures been taken to relieve some 
ot the sorters who have been performing 
Sunday labour (obligatory) for two 
years. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
number ot sorters in the Eastern Central 
Section liable to compulsory Sunday 
duty is now about 130; but these men 
are only called upon to work every sixth 
Sunday (Christmas season excepted). 
There has been some slight increase in 
the number employed each Sunday since 
1900; and the increase is due partly to 
additional work arising from the 
removal of the provincial sorting duty 
to Mount Pleasant, and partly to the 
normal growth of 
reaching London on Sundays, especially 
in mails from abroad. It is true that 
some of the letters sorted on Sunday lie 


for nearly fourteen hours before being | 
'the Banbridge (County Down) Union a 


despatched to the district oftices ; but 
if they were held over for treatment 
until early on Monday morning the 
result would be seriously to delay the 
first delivery on Monday throughout the 


London districts. No fresh work is being | 


performed in the Eastern Central 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY | ger 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover) : 
The question is still under consideration, 
No decision will be taken until the 
evidence which will be given before the 
Forestry Committee for Great Britain is 
available. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork (Co, 
E.): Having regard to the fact that the 
Cork County Council were the first body 
to move in the matter, will the right hon. 
Gentleman see that they are represented 
on any Committee that may be formed } 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I fancy that on 
the Committee which is sitting in 
England there is a representative of 
the Department of Agriculture, and 
when we have his report I shall be in a 
better position to discuss this question. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
of the general anxiety in all parts that 
this inquiry should be extended to 
Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


Irish Registration. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, E.):: [ beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has re- 
ceived from the Board of Guardians of 


Resolution on the subject of the transfer- 
ence to clerks of County Councils of the 
registration duties hitherto discharged 
by clerks of Unions, and whether he 
proposes to give effect to the suggestions. 
contained therein. 


Section, and any increase that may have | 


taken place is solely due to normal 
requirements. It is not proposed to 
relieve any of the sorters who, under 


the conditions of their employment, are | 


liable to perform Sunday duty, of their 
obligation in this respect. 


Forestry in Ireland. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now state if a special inquiry into affor- 
estation in Ireland will be held; and, if 
so, can he state of whom the Committee 
of Inquiry will be composed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Resolution has 
‘been received. The transfer of these 
|duties to the secretares of County 
Councils is provided for in Section 83 (7) 
of the Local Government Act, 1898. No 
hardship was imposed, however, upon 
clerks of Unions by the change, as 
Section 121 expressly provided that no 
such transfer should take place in the 
case of existing clerks without their con- 
/sent. Clerks since elected were aware, 
| before taking office, of the terms of their 
appointments. The reply to the last 
query is in the negative. 
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Royal Botanic Gardens, Dublin. been called to the fact that there is 
Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.): I beg) no weighing machine at Mallaranny, 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord; County Mayo; and seeing that it is 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any re- the duty of the landlord who charges 
striction have recently been made limit-, tolls to provide a weighing machine, 
ing the admission of mail carts and will he see that such duty is carried 
children’s carriages to the Royal Botanic out. 
Garden, Glasnevin, Dublin ; and, if so, 
what is the object of such regulation. Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
of Agriculture, in the exercise of its 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Regulations were Statutory powers, has made an order 
made in August, 1898, the object being °xe™pting the Market Authority of 
to prevent the Gardens from being this place from the necessity of pro- 
diverted from the special purposes for viding a weighing machine. The ex- 
which they are maintained, and to °™Ption is for a period of three years 
minimise the inconvenience caused by from Ist October, 1900. 
the large number of vehicles previously 
brought into the Gardens. Police Sergeant as Petty Sessions Clerk. 
Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Mallaranny Cottiers and the Police. Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to Ireland whether the appointment of 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Sergeant Harnett as Clerk of Petty 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- Sessions for Achill Island and Ballycody 
tion has been called to the annoyance and | districts, County Mayo, has been sane- 
expense the cottiers in the neighbour- tioned by the Lord Lieutenant ; what is 
hood of Mallaranny, County Mayo, are his age as given in his birth certificate, 
being put to owing to the frequent pro- and also that as given in the constabulary 
secutions by Sergeant M‘Gee for having papers; what is the limit of age of 
their cattle on the public road, although candidates for the position of clerkship of 
the only time the cattle are found onthe petty sessions; whether this officer at 
road is when they are being driven home present holds the two appointments of 
in the evening ; whether he is aware sergeant of police at Achill Sound and 
that Sergeant M‘Gee, instead of going by | clerk of Petty Sessions for Achill and 
train to Mallaranny to the Petty Sessions Ballycody : and, if so, on what grounds 
Court at Newport, a distance of nine can he hold the two at the same time; 
miles, the return ticket for which is 1s. ; and, if his appointment has been sanc- 
3d., hires a car, thereby incurring un- tioned by the Lord Lieutenant, what 
necessary expense; and whether he will pension does he or will he receive, and 
inquire into the conduct of this ser- how many years has he been in the 
geant. police force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is an offence to Mr. WYNDHAM: The appointment 
allow cattle to stray on the public road. has been approved by the Lord Lieu- 
In taking proceedings against the owners, tenant. The sergeant was forty-four 
the sergeant is merely carrying out the years of age when elected. The limit of 
lw. It is not the fact that cattle are age in the case of members of the Con- 
only found on the public road when’ stabulary is fifty years, The appoint- 
being driven home in the evening. The ment will not take effect until he retires 
train service between Mallaranny and fromthe Force. He has been twenty-two 
Newport is unsuitable, having regard to years in the Force, and his pension has 
the hour at which the Petty Sessions are | not yet been fixed. 


held. The additional expense incurred , 


by the use of a car is small. Irish Land Commission Report. 
Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg 
Mallaranny Market. ,to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the! Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | aware that the Report of the Irish Land 
of Ireland whether his attention has | Commission for the financial year ending 


VOL CV. [FourTH SERIES. | ¥ 
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31st March is not usually published until 
late in July or until August, when the 
House has no time to discuss it; and 
whether, as the figures are ready by the 
end of the financial year, he can say if 
the next Report will be published by the 
Ist of June. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The preparation of 
the statistical tables in this Report can- 
not be commenced until after the 31st 
March. The Commissioners are alive to 
the importance of issuing the Report as 
soon as possible after that date, but they 
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ot over 750, of whom 223 came over 
to England and Scotland last year ag 
harvesters, owing to lack of employment 
at home; and that the holdings of the 
villagers average only about three and 
half acres each; and, seeing that, 
although fishing is the only possible 
industry, there is no place on which 
to land fish or to afford any shelter 
to boats in rough weather, whether he 
will use his influence with the Con- 
gested Districts Board with a view to 
inducing that Board to erect even a 
small pier for these poor people. 


cannot undertake to fix a day for its; 


publication. 


Illegal] Salmon Fishing. 

Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at 
petty sessions recently heldin Taghmon, 
a poor man named Matthew Grace was 
find £3 and 6s. costs for salmon fishing : 
and whether, taking all the circumstances 
into consideration, he will take steps to 
have the fine reduced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any application 
that may be submitted to the Lord 
Lieutenant by this man praying for a 
reduction of the penalty will be duly 
considered. This is the proper course to 
be adopted. 


Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, seeing that £10 is the 
maximum fine for illegal salmon fish- 
ing, whilst £5 is the maximum fine 
for illegal steam trawling, whether he 
will take steps to alter the law so as 
to enable magistrates to impose an ade- 
quate fine in the latter instance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The maximum 
penalty for illegal trawling in Irish 
waters is £100. 


Dooagh Industries. 

Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the circumstances of the 
village of Dooagh, in Achill Island, 
County Mayo, 
the coast of the island; is he aware 
that the village contains a population 


a fishing centre along | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
improving the landing place at Dooagh 
was considered by the Congested Dis. 
tricts Board last month. It was decided 
that no work of practical utility could 
be executed, except at an enormous cost 
out of all proportion to the benefits 
which might ke anticipated from its 
construction. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the needs of 
this parish might be supplied for £100, 
according to the estimate of the villagers! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: But that does not 
tally with the estimate of our expert. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Will you send down 


a practical man to examine and report? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
done long ago. 


That has been 


Ballyroney and Newcastle Railway. 

*Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Liew 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the date of the application of the Great 
Northern Railway Company for the 
appointment of an arbitrator under the 
Railways (Ireland) Acts to hold an inquiry 
and make award in respect of the lands to 
be compulsorily acquired for the construe- 
tion of the railway between Ballyroney and 
Newcastle ; and what is the name of the 
arbitrator. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Nosuch application 
/has been received, and no arbitrator has 
| been appointed. 
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*\Mrn. MACVEAGH: Is it a fact that 
the appointment rests with the Board of 
Works, and if so, what is the cause of the 
delay ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No application has 


been received. 


Belfast and Antrim Meat Contracts. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the contracts for meat recently 
entered into by the Committee of the 
Belfast Lunatic Asylum, by the Belfast 
Poor Law Guardians, and by the Commit- 
tee of the Antrim Asylum ; whether he is 
aware that the tenders of Government 
contractors were rejected in favour of 


higher tenders by other contractors ; and 
whether the attention of the Local 


Government Board auditors will be drawn 
to the matter with a view to the excess 
being surcharged upon those who voted for 
the higher tenders. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Representations 
have been made to the Local Government 
Board in this matter. The Board has no 
power to intervene, beyond referring the 
representations to the auditor, who will 
determine whether the one in 
which he would be justified in taking 
action. 


Case is 


Contempt of Court in Ireland. 

Mr. MGOVERN (Cavan, W,): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a man named M’Elligott, of Spruagh 
Bawnboy, County Cavan, has been confined 
in Dundalk gaol during the past eight 
months for contempt of court, and that 
the contempt for which he was committed 
Was a refusal to give up possession of his 
farm to his landlord for £60 less than 
what he could get for it from another 
solvent purchaser ; and, will the Govern- 
ment take any steps to amend the law 
relating to imprisonment for contempt of 
court, 80 as to put an end to permanent or 
indetinite imprisonment for this offence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This man was 
committed to prison in July last for 
contempt on a writ of attachment issued 


by the Master of the Rolls, the contempt | 


consisting of his re-taking forcible posses- 
sion of his former holding, and of his 
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Superior Court. To purge his contempt 
he must apply to the Master of the Rolls. 
The reply to the second paragraph is in 
the negative. 


Morley Estate, County Cavan. 

Mr. MtGOVERN : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland is he 
aware that the Morley Estate in the 
County of Cavan was purchased on the 
2ist November, 1901, by Messrs. John- 
stone & Saunders. two land agents, for 
about eight and a half years purchase 
of the gross rents; that a notice was 
issued on the 23rd November, by a Mr. 
Hatte, purporting to be signed by Lord 
Morley, and sent to the tenants, to the 
effect that the estate had been sold by 
Lord Morley to a Mr. Crookenden 
and a Mr. Casey, when, in point 
of fact, it had been sold to Messrs. 
Johnstone & Saunders; that Mr. 
Hatte demanded the arrears due by the 
tenants to Lord Morley, which they 
refused to pay; and that these gentle- 
men, by their agent and others on the 
3lst December, 1901, and on other 
dates, sent out notices to the tenants 
with a view of getting them to pay 
those arrears of rent; and, seeing that 
these gentlemen had no right to demand 
these arrears during the months of 
December, 1901, or January, 1902, will 
he direct proceedings to be taken against 
them for trying to obtain these moneys. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
[IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have no officia! knowledge of the 
matters mentioned in the first para- 
graph; nor have I any special means ot 
ascertaining the facts. It does not 
appear that any crime was committed by 
any person concerned, and the Executive 
have no power to interfere between 
debtors and creditors in controversies 
respecting the civil rights. 


Mr. MGOVERN : Has the right hon. 
Gentleman made any inquiries whatever 
into the truth of these statements ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 


Clonakilty Labourers’ Cottages. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., 
| S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


refusal to comply with an order of the | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
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he is aware that a Local Government 
Board inspector held a local inquiry on 
the 28th August, 1900, into an improve- 
ment scheme for the erection of cottages 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Acts made 
by the Rural District Council of Clona- 
kilty, and as a result of such inquiry 
recommended the erection of fifty-nine 
cottages and the acquisition of twenty- 
five additional allotments; and, seeing 
that in a subsequent Report of the in- 
spector the Local Government Board, 
when framing this Provisional Order, 
omitted thirteen of these cottages, will 
he state on what grounds they were 
rejected; and will he cause a copy of 
the inspector's Report stating on what 
grounds each of such cottages was 
rejected to be furnished to the Rural 
District Council of Clonakilty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ thirteen 
cottages were excluded from the Pro- 
visional Order because it was proved 
to the Board that a number of cottages 


already provided were occupied by 
persons who are not agricultural 
labourers. The District Council has 


been informed of the reasons for reduc- 
ing the number originally recommended 
from fifty-nine to forty-six. 


Boyle Labourers’ Cottages. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the amount accruing to 
Boyle No. 1 and No. 2 District Councils, 
out of the grant voted by Parliament in 
1890, in aid of the liabilities under the 
Labourers Acts, will be placed to the 
credit of those Councils, seeing that they 
have in course of construction a number 
of labourers’ cottages. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is expected that 
the shares of the District Councils named, 
as well as all other Councils entitled to 
participate in this grant, will be issued 
before the end of the current month. 


Fitzmaurice Estate. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware that 
under the Land Purchase Acts some 
sales to the tenants have been made on 
the Fitzmaurice Estate, and will he say 
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what is the cause of delay in carrying 
out the sales on the Coolnadown, County 
Limerick, and Clougheready, County 
Tipperary, divisions of the property ; and 
will he take steps to see that those sales 
shall be perfected with as little delay as 
possible. ; 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Advances have 
been sanctioned in respect of a large 
number of applications received from 
the Queen’s County portion of this 
estate. These applications are now 
pending in the Court of the Land Judge, 
but the sales have not yet been com- 
pleted. No applications for advances 
have been lodged in respect to the por- 
tions of the same property, situate in 
Limerick and Tipperary. 


Labourers Acts--Weekly Tenants Under 
Caretaker’s Agreements. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, is he aware that a large pro- 
portion of the Irish agricultural labourers 
occupy houses which they hold from 
neighbouring farmers and others as 
weekly tenants under what is called a 
caretaker's agreement, and are liable to 
be evicted on a weekly notice; and, 
see-ng that such persons are ond fide 
labourers, but cannot avail themselves 
of the advantages of the Labourers 
Acts as the sanitary officers cannot 
certify the houses to be unsanitary, will 
he hold forth any promise of amend- 
ment in the Labourers Acts in favour of 
those people, and also in favour of rural 
tradesmen and artisans. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the: 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
Sanitary officers are not debarred as the 
hon. Member supposes; but in practice- 
it may be that a weekly or monthly 
tenant is reluctant to make an appli- 
cation for a new cottage. The hon. 
Member for North Antrim has brought 


‘in a Bill, one clause of which is framed 


to deal with this difficulty. I have 
stated that the question of the housing 
of the artisans and others living in towns 
and villages too small to support Town 
Commissioners, is receiving considera- 
tion. 
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Mr. LUNDON rose to put another 
Question, but was directed by Mr. Speaker 
to give notice in the ordinary way. 


Dromore Disturbances. 

*Mr. MACVEAGH: I begto ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he is now in a position to state when 
the prosecutions in connection with the 
recent disturbances near Dromore, 
County Down, will take place; whether 
the accused persons will be proceeded 
against under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure Act; who will represent the 
Crown at the trial; and whether he can 
state the nature of the recommendations 
of the local police authorities on the 
subject of the erection of another police 
barracks in the neighbourhood. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The prosecutions 
will be ordered as soon as the complete 
report of the evidence available in the 
ease, has reached me. In the meantime, 
I cannot, by antic pation, state what pro- 
cedure will be adopted or who will con- 
duct the proceedings on behalf of the 
Crown. No recommendation has been 
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made for the erection of a police barrack | 


in the local ty, and it is not intended, 
thereiore, to erect one. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): As a matter 
of fact, has the Crimes Act ever been 
put in force in the cases of Orange 
rioters ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
does not arise out of the Question on the 
Paper. £338 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 


The right hon. Gentleman said the other | 
day that the rioters had been identified. | 


Are they under arrest ! 


Mr. ATKINSON: I must ask for 
notice of that Question. The hon. Mem- 
ber must be aware that in cases of mis- 
demeanour, bail is under ordinary cir- 
cumstances accepted. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH: As these riots 
occurred a fortnight ago, is it not ahout 
time the right hon. Gentleman got the 
“a we have since been asking 
or?! 


[No answer was returned, | 
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Alleged Misconduct of Soldiers at 
Kinsale. 


Mr. CREAN ( Cork Co., S.E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a director of the Kinsale Gas 
Company has stated that no authority 
was given to anyone to withdraw from 
the prosecutions which were pending 
in connection with the breaking of public 
gas lamps by saldiers at Kinsale ; and 
whether he can explain why the pro- 
ceedings were abandoned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
stated that no proceedings were insti- 
tuted by the police. Consequently, they 
abandoned none. Only one lamp was 
broken, the value of the breakage being 
remitted tothe Gas Company. It is not 
for me to explain the action of the com- 
pany or its officers. 


Mr. CREAN: As this is the only case 
in which detection was possible, and in 
view of the great damage done at this 
place, will the right hon. Gentleman see 
that when soldiers are detected— 


*Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
(Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


Redemption of Quit and Crown Rents 
in Ireland. 


Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): I beg to 


'ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 


will grant the Return relating to the 
redemption and purchase of Quit and 
Crown Rents in Ireland, notice for which 
stands on today’s Paper. 


Mr. AUSTEN 
Yes, Sir.t 


CHAMBERLAIN : 


Enniskillen Post Office—Meal Reliefs. 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 5.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether heis aware that the instructions 
contained in the Secretary's Order, No. 
$37,905/98, concerning meal reliefs, are 
not applied to the Enniskillen oftice ; 
and, seeing that, in reply to a petition 
| of the staff, the memorialists were in- 
| formed that this Order was not universal 











+ For this Return, see the report of March 
| 24th, later in this Volume. 
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in its application, whether he will take 
steps to ensure that the Enniskillen 
office is placed on an equality with other 
offices in respect to meal reliefs. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General is not aware of 
the circumstances referred to; but he is 
making inquiry into the matter, and the 
hon. Member shall be duly informed of 
the result. 


Fastnet Lighthouse. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether the oil 
lamps to be used in the new Fastnet 
lighthouse are to be the ordinary Trinity 
House mineral oil lamps or any improved 
method of burning petroleum ; whether 
there are to be two lamps superposed, 
both lighted in all weathers; how many 
lenses will surround these lamps; what 
angle willeach subtend; and what will 
be the duration of the flash which is to 
appear every five seconds. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am in- 
formed by the Trinity House that the 
lamps to be used in the new Fastnet 
lighthouse are incandescent oil burners, 
and not oil burners of the ordinary 
Trinity House type. There will be two 
lamps superposed, which will be lighted 
in all weathers, with four lenses round 
each burner. The angles will be eighty 
vertical and ninety horizontal, and the 
duration of the flash will be -16 second. 


The Licensing Bill. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the First Lerd of 
the Treasury if he can now say definitely 
whether the Second Reading ot the 
Licensing Bill will be taken on Tuesday 
next immediately after the Motion for 
the adjournment of the House 
Easter. 


over 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
The Bill is down for today. and I have 
some hope we may be able to reach it. | 
am very desirous that the Bill should pass 
the Second Reading, because it is very 
important that the measure should go 
upstairs to be discussed by the Grand 
Committee. It stands second on the Order 
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Paper today, but unfortunately I am not 
able to control the length of the debates 
that stand in the way of that happy 
consummation. I have already stated 
to the House that on Tuesday, after the 
Motion for the adjournment over Easter, 
the Irish Land Bill will be introduced. 


The New Army Proposals. 
COLONEL LONG Worcester, Evesham): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can now state, for the 
conven ence of the House, on what issue 
we are to discuss tomorrow the new Army 
scheme. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have done 
my best to consult those qualified to give 
an opinion, and [ am informed that the 
most convenient course will be to take 


' the discussion on thenew Army proposals 


on the War Office Vote. In these cir- 
cumstances, I will not ask the House to 
come toa decision on Friday night. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will another oppor- 
tunity be given of discussing the Secre- 
tary of State's salary ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said that | 
shall not ask the House to come to a 


decision tomorrow. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to give us another 
day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman knows that he is making an 
unreasonable request in asking for 
another day. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
Chairman of the Committee be a party 
to the arrangement? It has been ruled 
that that is necessary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am not sure 
whether it is for me to answer that 
Question. I have taken pains to consult 


him in the matter, and I understand 
there will be no difficulty. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
**An Act to amend the Law relating to 

Solicitors.” Solicitors Bill { Lords. | 
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Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to pro- | 


yide for the constitution of a Bishopric 
of Southwark, and for matters incidental 
thereto.”” Bishopric of Southwark Bill 


{Lords. 

Also a Bill, intituled ‘‘An Act to; 
amend ‘The Factory and Workshop Act, 
01. Faetory and Workshop Act 


(1901) Amendment Bill { Lords. | 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

The Select Committee appointed to join 
with 2 Committee to be appointed by the 
Lords cn Housing of the Working Classes 
was nominated of—Mr. Bond, Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Mr. Crean, Mr. Claude Hay, 
Mr. Kearley, Dr. Maenamara, and Sir 
John ‘Tuke.—(Mr. Seere fury Ritchie.) 


NEW BILL. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 

“For enabling the Commissioners of 
Woods to sell or let land in the New 
Forest for necessary public purposes,” 
presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
under Standing Order 31; to be read a 
xcond time upon Monday next, and to 
le printed. [ Bill 130.] 


FOR 


r eae ph 
C¢NSOLIDATED FUND (No."1) BILL. 
Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be new read the third 
time.” 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL 
OBSERVATIONS. 


(4.20.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): This is a 


regular and proper opportunity for en- 
deavouring to obtain from His Majesty's 
Government information with regard to 


the state of affairs in South Africa and 
the present position of the military 
operations which are going on there. 


Now, Sir, in regard to this great sub- | 
ject, the Parliamentary tactics of the 


Government seem to be twofold. One 


thing which they do habitually is to 
meet inquiry and criticism with personal 
attacks, and I will even say with personal 
insults. 


Anyone who ventures to 
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impugn their wisdom or protest against 
their methods lays himself open to be 
valled, as | have been in this House by 
the Leader of the House, a pro-Boer- 

[‘* Hear, hear ” from the Ministerial side | 
and the little cheer with which that 
statement has been met shows that the 
school of Parliamentary manners opened 
by the Government contains a number 
of very apt pupils—he will be called an 
enemy of his country. or the friend of 
his country’s enemies, and will be 
accused of prolonging the war. Even 
the other night the Leader of the House 
told us that an examination of certain 
extraordinary contracts of purchase 
which I venture to say are looked upon 
with doubt by nine out of ten men in 
the country, would, if allowed, be 
equivalent to a reinforcement of our 
enemies by 5,000 men. ‘That statement 
was made about ten minutes to twelve at 
night. I do not suppose it bore the re- 
flection of the following morning. But 
that is the sort of thing. and I would 
point out to those who make these 
statements that they are not only futile 
and empty, hardly bearing restatement 
in cold blood, but they are at the same 
time malignant slanders used for party 
purposes; they gain currency and are 
amplified in the party Press, and they 
pervert the opinion of many people in 
the country who have neither the time 
nor the means to go below the surface 


in the matter. We are not likely 
to be daunted by this’ kind of 
thing from saying what we think. 


No such ignoble tactics will avail much, 
and we are not going to be intimidated 
by any vulgar abuse. The honour and 
the interest of our country are just as 
dear to us as to the most passionate or 
the most supercilious defender of the 
policy of the Government, and we will 
go on protesting where we see grounds 
to protest, in the name of the righteous 
and generous traditions of our nation. 


| That this Government, which has gone 


from blunder to blunder, from miscal 
culation to miscaleulation, both in things 
political, and, if not in their conduct of 
things military, at all events in their 
estimate of them—that they should claim 
by these unworthy means a right to 
immunity from criticism and inquiry, is 
an extraordinary fact, which sends us 
| back for a precedent to the evil days- 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of 1885? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Of the American war. I have said that 
the tactics of the Government are two- 
fold. There are other tactics besides those 
of vituperation to which I have referred, 
and which I pass from without further 


notice. There are the tactics of the 
curtain, the tactics of the shrugged 
shoulders. They do not know. ‘The 


Government have told us all that they 
do know, and they decline to inquire. I 
am old enough to remember a phrase, 
once much in vogue, which was used by 
a memorable witness in a great trial, 
* Non mi rvordo.” This is a Government, 
not of “! do not remember,” but of 
“| do not know.” This is claimed on 
all occasions. But they are there for 
the purpose of knowing; and not only 


are they bound to know for the informa- | 


tion of Parliament and the country, but 
they are neglecting their duty if they do 
not inquire for their own information 
and guidance. [ may perhaps quote a 
small conerete instance, not as of first 
importance, but merely as an instance 
ot the kind of thing that goes on. ‘The 
other day our forces met with a mis- 
fortune. A large number were taken 
prisoners, and among them was Lord 
Methuen, who was said to be wounded. 
The country was greatly interested in 
that event, and particularly interested, 
I venture to say, in the fate of Lord 
Methuen, because Lord Methuen, by his 
steadiastness, by his modesty, and by the 
courage and activity he has shown, has 
gained the confidence of the country —a 
confidence which at one time we 
recollect he very nearly lost, not, as | 
believe, through any fault of his own. 
The country therefore was anxious to 
know about Lord Methuen. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman one afternoon 
casually mentioned that he was expected 
at a certain place which is in our occupa- 
tion at two o’clock on that day. I was 
rather startled, and asked if he had 
come there as a free man; if this meant 
that he was released from captivity. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not know. It 
had not oceurred to him to ask. He 
had no information on the subject. 
Twenty-four hours elapsed, and [ again 
asked. Then we were told that he had 
be2n released. We said, “‘Were there 
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any conditions? What were the cireum- 
stances of his release?” Again the 
right hon. Gentleman had not asked, 
did not know, and did not care to know. 
lf he had cared to know he might have 
known for the asking. That was a case 
in which the country was deeply in- 
terested. ‘The House was interested, 
and surely a simple telegram to the 
Commander-in-Chief would have obtained 
all the information he required. It was 
a@ matter rather of luxury than of 
necessity. It was not of the first im- 
portance, but it was a little concrete 
example of the attitude the Government 
had taken up in more important things 
—that it was no part of their duty to 
inform themselves. They accepted the 
information that came to them, and they 
thought they did a very handsome thing 
if they imparted it. | do not think that 
it is at all a justifiable attitude that the 
Government are taking on these occa 
sions, both political and military. It is 
not as if you moved a lever or touched 


.a button and set some automatic 
machinery going. These are great 


events, every incident in which may 
have an influence on future affairs. 
The Government ought to keep a close 
hold on the facts, and have more in- 
formation about them than is evident 
by the answers which we have received. 
It is the right of the House of Commons 
toknow. 1 stand upon that. “But, apart 
from that, it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to ascertain for themselves a great 
deal more than they have again and 
again shown signs of doing in the course 
ot these debates. I will not accept the 
excuse, which I think has been worked 
to its extreme powers, as to disturbing 
a hard-worked general. The _hard- 


| worked general has a competent staff, 


and although he ought not to be 
troubled about trifles, it does not follow 
that he is never to have any questions 
addressed to him at all. We have re- 
peatealy heard indirectly, and subse- 
quently which was also indirectly, of 
events of which we have received no 
information threugh official channels. 
That is the reason I am troubling the 
House today. I think we are entitled 
to have a great deal more information 
than is vouchsafed to us, and this is 
the opportunity on which we can ask it. 
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In the first place, with regard to the 
military situation, I shall not say much 
about that, but I think we ought to 


know a little as to how it stands. 
The last definite statement that we 
received —the last estimate taken of 


the military situation by the Government 
—was at the general election. [am not 
going to rake up the old story for any 
other purpose than merely to note the 
fact; but then the war was over, and 
there was nothing but scattered banditti 


warfare. That was eighteen months 
ago. | wonder what the estimate is 
now. | am asking this seriously, not as 


a taunt or a reproach. The country is 
entitled to know. The First Lord of the 
Treasury expresses himself as unwilling 
to prophesy, and [ do not wonder at that 
after his past experience; but, at the 
same time, he said that the war might 
go on, that we might be only now in 
the middle of the war; it might go on 
for three years longer. That is the 
intelligent view of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. [| wish to know what the 
Government really do think ; whether 
we are advancing or whether we are 
standing still in our warlike operations. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State gave us an arithmetical key 
to the situation. He said we were to 
take the number of Boers in the field, 
keep a paper in our pockets, and write 
down week by week the number who 
had surrendered, and we should see 
exactly how the thing went on. ‘That 
process will not do. His supposed 
arithmetic has been torn to tatters. 
Everything depends on the nature of 
these surrenders. whether they are sur- 
renders of fighting men or not, and on 
the number of recruits obtained by the 
enemy. ‘The recruitscome, I suppose, from 
Cape Colony. What makes these re- 
cruits come from Cape Colony! When 
the Boers first invaded our territory in 
Natal and Cape Colony, and everything 
seemed to be going their way, and they 
Were in what appeared to be the flush 
of victory, they did not obtain recruits 
from the Cape. But now we are told 
they are obtaining them in as large 
aquantity as they require. There must 


€ something that has caused this 
change of feeling in Cape Colony. I do 


not think we can go far wrong if we 
say that it is only the way in which 
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the Government, or those who act for 
them, have administered the affairs of 
Cape Colony, and the influence which 
events there have had on the minds and 
dispositions of our Dutch fellow-citizens. 
They appear to have succeeded in con- 
solidating Dutch sentiment to a degree 
that has never been reached before. 

li we look for the causes of this change 
of sentiment —we shall be willing to 
accept any information as to other 
causes—there is the administration of 
martial law, and there is your  pro- 
clamation of last summer, that banish- 
ment of, or sentence of banishment of, 
because you cannot banish, the military 
leaders, the non-surrendering leaders, of 
the Boers. Could the Government 
imagine that that could have no effect 
upon the stubbornness of the leaders in 
the field, and on the sentiment of the 
Dutch community throughout South 
Africa? We had alittle incident brought 
before us lately—the sale of farms in the 
absence of the men who are fighting; 
tne farms, I understand. by 
auction at a time when there is no 
market, and when there cannot be a 
real sale by auction as we know it. 
Was that likely either to bring the war 
to an end or to conciliate the feeling of 
those whom we must conciliate, whether 
we like it or not, if we are to settle this 
matter satisfactorily? And the last 
thing which | name is the question of 
amnesty. Whilst a hard face is set 


sale of 


against the very idea of an amnesty, 
although everybodp knows that an 


Amnesty Bill must be passed as soon as 
the war is ended, you prolong the war 
and you exacerbate feeling, which is the 
point on which I am particularly dwel- 
ling just now. The Government, of 
course, take a very easy line just now. 
It is better put in the words of Nir 
Gordon Sprigg than in anything that 
even the Members of the Government 
have said. He puts it this way— 

“The war will come to an end when the last 
man is killed or captured, and the last gun 
taken, and the last round of aminunition seized.’ 
That* is the view he takes; and, that 
being the aspect of affairs presented to 
the Dutch population of the Cape 
Colony, how can we wonder that large 
numbers of recruits are available for 
the purpose of swelling the forces against 
us? The condition of the colony must 
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be a very strange one. Be it re- 


membered that in Cape Colony there 
many Dutch inhabitants 
were in the two States of 
which we have heard so much. On 
the 3rd December last year Sir. W. 
Helvy-Hutchinson said, in a report on the 
subject, that 156,000 square miles ot the 
colony—that is to say, 156,000 miles out 
ot 277,000—were occupied by the enemy. 
The enemy were more or less in ocecu- 
pation of the haif of Cape Colony. | 
should like to know whether there has 
been any further report from Sir. W. 
Hely-Hutchinson, and whether there has 
been any improvement in matters since 


ure twice as 
as there 


that time; because, as it was then, it 
was i most melancholy and depressing 
picture that he drew. When he said 


that half the colony was more or less in 
the occupation of the enemy, that meant 
the parts of the country beyond the 
range of individual towns or small 
garrisons and beyond the range of the 
great lines of railway. Throughout the 
whole of these districts there is no 
cultivation, no continuance of the 
ordinary work of the farming popula- 
tion: and vet here were loyal citizens a 
couple of vears ago. 


This is the sort of thing that is 
referred to. I have a copy here of one 
ot the orders issued among the local 


regulations in Botha West, a district, 
I believe. in the centre of Cape Colony, 
and | tind that no cultivation is allowed 
in the district except within a radius of 
three miles trom the resident magistrate’s 
Court. or within a mile from the line of 
railway. that all oats and mealies are 
to be brought in for purchase by the 
Government, that not more than pro- 
visions for seven days shall be allowed for 
each person. [{** Hear, hear.”’] Yes, no 
doubt such regulations may be necessary 
in the circumstances. 1! read this to 
give the House an idea of the state of 
things m the country. No person is 
allowed to have in his possession supplies 
of men’s and boys’ clothing, boots, and 
sO on: every waggon coming in for 
supplies shall bring a load of forage; 
horses, mules, and so on to be brought 
in. (Hear, hear.”] But what be- 
comes of the population who are to get 
their living ! I quite admit there may be 
military necessity for such regulations as 
these. | read them that the House may 
Sir HL. Campbell- Bannerman. 
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understand in what condition this pros- 
perous, loyal, constitutionally: governed 
colony now is. All persons are required 
at once to bring in any stray rounds of 
ammunition they may pick up. I donot 
wish to make fun out of the subject, but 
this last does seem a somewhat sweeping 
order. ‘They are also to bring in all 
horses, mules, waggons, etc., they may 
find, and then, as in so many public 
documents, a note of absurdity is found, 
all persons are required to report the 
presence of the enemy “either before 
they arrive or while still present.” 
We have all been accustomed ‘to the 
prognostication concerning the cer- 
tainty of some absurdity in the King’s 
Speech, but it is now revived even at the 
other end of the world. The enemy are 
to be reported before they appear, though, 
like the Spanish Fleet, they are “ not in 
sight.” I do not quite see how parties 
of Boers are to be reported before they 
arrive. No, this is the old story. This 
state of things must have been caused by 
some treatment, something that has been 
done. There was no desire evinced to 
join our enemies in the early months of 
the war. A change must have occurred 
somehow, for this is the state of things 
which exists now. 

With regard to the administration 
of martial law, there are one or two 
points upon which I think we are 
entitled to some information, We can- 
not ignore or repudiate responsibility for 
what is being done under martial law. 
The Secretary for the Colonies has said 
more than once that this is a self-govern- 
ing colony, and, therefore, we cannot 
interfere, but it is our military authority 
that interposes on the self-governing 
rights of the colony, so that on every 
ground we surely have a responsibi ity, 
and, therefore, we are bound to know. 
They are our officers who are carrying 
out martial law on our ultimate respon- 
sibity, and the effect on the future is 
closely bound up with all that is occur- 
ring. I, therefore, expect that the right 
hon. Gentleman will beable to give us 
some account cf the precautions taken, 
with some account of the supervision 
over the action taken by the Courts in 


the application of martial law. There 
are certain definite questions which I 
may be allowed to put. In the first 


place, I. should like to ask a question in 
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reference to native evidence. It is a 
well-known fact that the Treason Courts 
established under Cape law which have 
been trving men for treason during the 
last two vears, after a very short experi- 
ence, deliberately excluded all native 
evilence, and they have gone on with 
their proceedings since then on the 
footing that no native evidence was 
to be taken as valid against anyone 
brought before them. Has this example 
been tollowed in the Martial Law Courts ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
birmingham, W.): Certainly not. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then we have a definite piece of infor- 
mation. at any rate, and we have got to 
the end of our tether on that point. 
Then | should like to know what can 
be said in reference to the deportation of 
persons. some leading men among them, 
and some as long as a year ago, to Port 
Alfred and Magersfontein, and other 
places, where they have been kept with- 
out any charge or warrant, and without 
even Knowing why they were deported. 
| will give an instance. There were 
nineteen or twenty men sent in March 
last from Somerset East to Port Alfred. 
The commandant under whose order they 
went had been only five days in the 
place. These men included some of the 
leading citizens of the locality. Let the 
House observe how extremely carefully 
ill these strange powers ought to be 
worked. because any one can see what 
in opening may be afforded for vindiec- 


tive or interested proceedings, either 
against political opponents or trade 
competitors and rivals. One — ean 


tasily see the large opportunity there is 
for that sort of thing, and, therefore, I 
awk. has there been any authoritative 
investigation of these cases? These men 
have heen taken away from their homes 
ind kept away from their means of 
living in practically a strange country 
lor twelve months. Has anyone investi 
gated the charges against them; have 
they been brought to trial in any way 
even before a court-martial ! It appears 
that they have not, but I should be glad 
to hear that they have. The House can 
tealise from these few facts what the 
condition of the country is and what it 
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will be when the end comes, when Sir 
Gordon Sprigg has had his way, when 
the last man of the enemy is killed or 
captured, and the last round of ammuni- 
tion fired—what sort of condition this once 
flourishing province of the British Em- 
pire will be left in, what will be the 
feelings of the citizens towards each 
other. Where will be the elements of 
either good government, prosperity. or 
harmony ? 

One other individual question I wish 
to ask, and it takes me away from Cape 
Colony to Pretoria. The Colonial Secre- 
tary, in December, 1900, made a 
speech which has often been referred 
to in the House—a speech which 
made a great impression in the 
House and in the country, because it 
showed signs of a most reasonable dis 
position on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. He said there would be 
three stages in our dealings with the two 
States—a stage of pacification, a stage ol 
what he ealled Crown Colony govern- 
ment—or, as he explained, of civil as 
opposed to military government and 
then the stage of self-government. He 
said that the Governor and Lieutenant- 
Governor would have the assistance of 
an executive council; and then he went 
on to say— 

**T want to assure both sides of the House 
that the principle on which we shall aet in 
connection with this administration is the 
necessity—the desirability. of course, but the 
necessity—for conciliating local opinion, se far 
as that is possible, ot disturbing as little as 
possible anything in the nature of local custom, 
local law, or local practice.” 


Well, I never heard wiser words than 
these. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that in the Transvaal there must he 
alterations of some laws which were the 
original causes of war, and by that | 
~uppose he meant the notable point of the 
franchise. Well, that remarkable and 
well considered speech of course went 
out to South Africa, and it was referred 
to by Lord Kitchener in the memorable 
interview he had with the Burgher Peace 
Committee at Pretoria in Deceniber 1 900. 
He referred to that speech, and described 
the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in regard to the future government, 
and he foreshadowed an_ enlightened, 
progressive government, in which the 
burghers themselves would take a promin- 
ent part, ensuring to themselves and 
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their children all their rights of pro- 
perty, as well as their ancient laws and 
customs. In order to make this more 
emphatic, the speech of Lord Kitchener 
was translated into Dutch and circulated 
throughout South Africa, so that it con- 
stitutes almost a definite pledge to the 
inhabitants of the country. 


The Secretary for the Colonies a short 
time ago—on 30th January, I think 
expressly stated that it was not intended 
by legislation to interfere more than was 
necessary for the proper administration 
of the country. But now it appears that 
Lord Milner and his assistants have been 
doing as they liked with the laws and 
customs and practices of the Transvaal. 
They have repealed some of the most 
important laws, altered or cancelled 
large number of measures on the Statute 
Book, and have promulgated new laws, 
and they have given dratts of others of 
a permanent characte or, for early sanction 
by ordinance. Among the laws thus 
repealed is the law which is the funda- 
mental law of the State, and various other 
laws. Does the House see, when this 
process is carried out to the extent which 
is indicated by the information we have 
received, how completely it alters all the 
prospect of future settlement which we 
have been accustomed to hold out on 
both sides of the House for these two 
States! Whether it be early or whether 
it be late, whether it be, as we said, as 
soon as possible after the restoration of 
order on the conclusion of hostilities, or 
whether it be aiter the lapse of years 
or even generations—which | believe is 
the Government interpretation of the 
words ‘as early as possible "—we have all 
declared that we are in favour of giving 


these people self-government. This 
is a strange light upon our promise 
of self-government. What is the value 
of self-government to the returning 
captive, to the returning  burgher, 
when all the familiar ground- 


works and _ elements of his life 
are removed, and cut and dried Downing- 
street law substituted for them? What 
was the necessity, in such a hurry, of 
playing fast and loose with those funda- 
mental laws? We have said, by the 
mouth ot Lord Kitchener, that the Boers 
and their children were to have all their 
rights of property as well as their ancient 
‘jaws and customs. These are their | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


‘ancient laws and customs which are 
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now 
being abrogated, and something else 
entirely different—l have no doubt a 
great deal better—substituted for them, 
But what does it matter whether they 
are better or worse ?- What does it matter 
as regards the promise you have made to 
these men? The promise is that they 
should retain their old laws and customs 
and practices, that they shoud come 
back, and that any legislation that was 
necessary should be undertaken with the 
advice, perhaps, of a Legislative Council, 
but, at anv rate, under the effect of 
local opinion. Instead of that, you are 
rushing and plunging into new legisla- 
tion, which will surely not make the task 
of settlement, when it comes, easier— 
unless your settlement is by force. Of 
course, if you settle the country and hold 
it by force, you are quite right to do all 
these strange things, and no doubt you 
will introduce a great many improve- 
ments ; but it will not be what you have 
promised, it will not be what the pe ople 
of this country have expected would be 


given, and it will not be that which 
would bring about contentment, good- 


will, and good fellowship in the country 
itself. What is the good of eventual self- 
government, if it is to be somebody else's 
government after all ? 

But they go further, Lord Kitchener, 
in his address to the burghers, speaks o! 
maintaining the rights of preperty ; but 
what is going on with regard to the gold 


laws? There are new gold laws passed or 
prepared, there is a new register of 


properties prepared while the burghers 
are away—who perhaps had not very 
much property to prove—but even while 
our old friend the Uitlander’s back is 
turned, while every one’s back is turned 
except the capitalist’s. The capitalists 
appear to be thoroughly represented. | 
find that the Pretoria correspondent of 
the Times—the name of which 
surely vouches for the orthodoxy of 
the opinion that will be found in it— 
says— 


Cape 


‘The Commission could hardly have been 
hehe chosen, ” 
—the Commission that was settling the 
gat law— 
‘as the majority of members are, so to say, 
Poca of wide experience and _ closely 
associated with the interests the promotion of 


which is in view. The only objection that can 
, be found tothe composition of the Commission 
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oie 


is that all the members, at least all the ex- | 


erienced ones, are essentially representatives 
of the capitalists.” 


Then I come to the question of the new 
register of rights which is being made 

5 = . . . 
by the new Commissioner of Mines, 
5 ‘ 4 J 
who was late Secretary of the South 
African League, and afterwards of the 
Consolidated Gold Fields Company. He 
says— 

“{t is a most serious matter, which has 
involved the examination and comparison of 
documents connected with about 177,000 
mining rights, and has formed the principal 
business of my staff during the suspension of 
the general business. The result has been the 
compilation of a new register, the accuracy and 
completeness of whieh will, | think, be beyond 
question. 


Well, Sir, that may be. I am _ not 
particularly interested in that matter. 
I confess it has a significance of its own, 
that these mining rights have been dealt 
with in the absence of a large number 
of persons interested in them; but these 
questions are not on a level with the 
others | have been speaking of, which 
involve political rights and a_ political 
settlement. It is there that lie the hopes 
and fears for the future well-being of 
South Africa. In speaking of well-be ng, 
I mean, among other things, principally 
the maintenance of British supremacy, 
on which that well-being, in my opinion, 
so largely depends. These are the ways 
that lead not to the gradual acceptance 
of British supremacy, but to the en- 
dangerment of British supremacy. 
Whether through indifference, helpless- 
ness, or wrong-headedness, the Govern- 
ment appear to be neglecting those wiser 
measures which are necessary to secure 
all that the efforts and sacrifices of our 
countrymen have won for South Africa. 
CHAMBERLAIN : 


Mr. J. I have 


listened to many speeches de‘ivered by the | 


right hon. Gentleman, but, I confess, to 
none more extraordinary than that to 
which we have just listened. Asa rule, 
when the Leader of the Opposition comes 


to thisHouse to attack the Government, if | 
the attack is serious he keeps his fireworks | 


either for the end, or, at all events, for 


the middle, of his speech. Never before | 


have | known a gentleman in his posi- 
tion come down here and begin a speech 


by coolly reading out from notes carefully | 


and deliberately prepared a_ vitriolic 
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| attack upon those who are oppposed to 
him —[Opposition eries of “Oh!’]—a 
vitriolic attack in which the least offen- 
sive utterance was that in which the 
right hon. Gentleman stated that when 
he and his friends proposed to make 
inquiry they were met by what he called 
malignant slanders. {Opposition cheers. | 
I observe that that may now be ae- 
cepted as a Parliamentary expression. 
and under those circumstances I ask 
where in this House-— where, above 
all else—should we look for malignant 
slanders, unless it be across this Table and 
from the right hon. Gentleman, who has 
never lost any opportunity of slandering 
his countrymen—{Cheers and Opposition 
cries of “Oh, oh!”|—of slandering the 
soldiers in the field, and of slandering the 
Government opposed to him. 

What is the ground for the accusation ! 
The one complaint that the right hon. 
Gentleman makes is that we call him a 
pro-Boer. When he once before took 
exception to this expression, I ventured 
to ask him how he himself would describe 
a man who thought that the Boers were 
right and that his country was wrong, 
and who supported the Boers in every in- 
cident of the campaign—t{ Opposition cries 
of “Oh, oh !”|—who found no fault with 
them in anything that they had done, 
who has never once lifted his voice against 
any of the crimes that have been brought 
to their charge, while he has never ceased 
to take every possible opportunity in 
order to bring insinuations against his 
own countrymen. To my mind, a man 
who does that is a pro-Boer, and, despite 
the objection of the right hon. Gentleman, 
I for one shall continue to call him so. 
The right hon. Gentleman talked about a 
school of manners. I do not know 
whether he attends the school, or whether 
he pretends to keep it; but if he attends 

_ the school he has not paid much attention 

to his lessons. What does he go on to 
say? He who, forsooth, is so indignant 
because we have described his conduct and 
his action in terms which are not a whit 
too strong for them, he who is so in- 
dignant, begins his inquiries of the Govern- 
/ment by saying that we pretend not 
to know. He compares us to a notorious 
criminal. 


| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
|No, no. My complaint was that you 
did not know. 


S. A. War 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Certainly. 


Mer. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in 
the recollection of the House. The right 
hon. Gentleman's insinuation was that 
we could tell if we would, but that we 
did not, because we had something to 
conceal ; that we kept from him and his 
friends information which was in our 
possession. The right hon. Gentleman 
can be plain enough if he pleases; and, 
as most of what he says was written, | 
have no doubt he deliberately inserted 
the words he used; and those words 
contained an insinuation, and | say to 
him now that the insinuation was a 
malignant slander, 


Sire H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. The accusation I brought 
against him and his colleagues was that 
they did not know, and I said they 
ought to know. I took theirown word 
for it that they did not know. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I think I ought to 


interfere. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that the words ‘ malignant 
slander” is a Parliamentary expression. 
I have never assented to that, and it is 
an unparliamentary expression. It was 
first used by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Stirling, but I was 
not clear at the time he used it—my 
attention being at that moment called 
away—-whether he was using it of hon. 
Members sitting opposite to him or 
in regard to statements made outside. 
But I rather understand, from 
what has since taken place, that 
he was using it of hon. Members 
opposite. In that case it was not a 
Parliamentary expression. It having 
been so used, I did not at once check the 
right hon. Gentleman on the other side 
when he retorted. But I am bound tosay 
that the expression is one which is not 
Parliamentary. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
] withdraw the expression entirely, Sir, 
if that be your ruling. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: 
withdraw the retort. 


And I 
Now, Sir, the 


{COMMONS} 
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accusation brought against us, whether 
it be of ignorance wilful or unintentional, 
was an extremely general one. The 
right hon. Gentleman declared that from 
the beginning of this war we had failed 
to give information relating to most im- 
portant matters, that continuously we 
had shown entire ignorance of what was 
going on, and that their inquiries had 
been altogether unproductive. Well, 
but that is a tremendous charge, 
It applies to hundreds cases, 
and, naturally, the right hon. Gentle. 
man did not bring a charge of that 
kind without offering proof at 
the same time; and what was his proof ! 
He actually brought this charge against 
the Government, and the sole ground 
which he gave for it, the sole piece of 
evidence which he laid before the House, 
was his statement that we did not know 
under what conditions Lord Methuen 
had been released. Why, we knew that 
in every case in which prisoners had heen 
made by the Boers in the course of the 
last twelve months operations, if not 
more, they had always been released by 
the Boers for reasons which are sutt- 
ciently evident ; and when Lord Methuen 
was released we took it for granted, and 
it was the fact, that he was released in 
precisely the same circumstances as all 
others had been released; and it was 
only the right hon. Gentleman who in- 
troduced « perfectly unnatural interpre- 
tation of the circumstances and wanted 
to know whether special conditions had 
been imposed, for the first time in the 
whole war, in the case of Lord Metiuen. 

It is en that slender, that ridiculous 
and absurd foundation, that he lays his 
charge that we have refused information, 
or kept back information, which was of 
vital importance. I believe the charge 
to be absolutely unfounded. The House 
and the country have known everything 
that it was essential to know. The only 
thing that we have refused to do was to 
take up the time of those who are in the 
field, or, in my own case, to take up the 
time of Lord Milner, who has got quite 
as much as he can do in finding answers 
to questions totally unimportant except 
in the opinion of the persons who ask 
them from time to time. But, as regards 
everything essential to the knowledge 
of the House in regard to the progress 
of the war, nothing has been concealed, 


or 
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nothing that we have known has been 
concealed from the House, and we have 
known, in my opinion, all that it was 
necessary or right that we should know. 

Now, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman. 
having given us this one single instance 
of our want of candour in the past, 
proceeds to say that he will ask us a 
geries Of questions to which he hopes 
he will obtain a full reply. In order 
to induce us to give a full and 
complete answer to his first question 
he taunts us with the mistakes which 
he says we have made in previous 
estimates of the numbers in the field 
throughout the course of the war, and 
then he invites us to give a new estimate 
to the House, which + hypothesi will be 
as little reliable as any before. We can 
give estimates, and | am not certain 
that we cannot defend the estimates we 
have already given, but an estimate is 
nothing but an estimate; it is not a 
statement of fact. It is a statement 
made upon the authority of those to 
whom we naturally look for information, 
and is the best statement of facts which 
they are able to give us at the time. 
The right hon. Gentleman referred to a 
calculation of Lord Kitchener’s some 
time ago that there were 10,000 odd 
men among the Boers in the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony in arms 
against us, and | think he said that that 
statement had been proved to be abso- 
lutely incorrect. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No. 


Mr. J CHAMBERLAIN: Well, he 
complained of it. He said that subse- 
quent information had shown how base- 
lss it was. ‘Torn to tatters,” I 
remember, were the words. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We were told that we had only to take 
that number and then go on week by 
week deducting from it the numbers 
that surrendered, and that that would 
show us exactly how the machinery was 
worked. ‘‘ Torn to tatters,’ was, per- 
haps, not a very apposite expression. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: “ Torn to 
tatters’? was, no doubt, a metaphorical 
expression, but it was an absolutely 
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inaccurate one. Now, is it so unreason- 
able to ask the right hon. Gentleman 


and those of his friends who are 
interested in this matter to make a 
simple arithmetical subtraction ‘ I state 


that it was an estimate, and I do not say 
now that I can give him the exact 
figures, but it was an estimate that 
there were 10,000 men in the field on 
a given day. That was for the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony. Besides 
that. there were all who were then in 
arms in the Cape Colony. Probably we 
can put them down as between 3,000 
and 4,000. That gives us altogether, 
say, 14,000. Since then we have 
accounted for 5,800, of whom. I am 
informed, 800 are boys or men too old 
to be counted as fighting men. If you 
take 5,000 from 14,000, it leaves 9,000 
as being probably about the number 
who are still in the field. I give the 
estimate for what it is worth. It is 
arrived at by that simple process of 
subtracting the number accounted for 
from the original number given, 
and it is as good an estimate as I 
am able to furnish at the present time. 

But the right hon. Gentleman then 
made a statement, from which he pro- 
ceeded to deduce a number of conclusions. 
Again, I have to say that I think his 
statement is entirely inaccurate and his 
conclusions not less so. He talked about 
the growing disloyalty of Cape Colony 
and the number of recruits continually 
streaming in from the Cape Colony. 
That is to say, he assumed that he had 
torn to tatters this estimate of which I 
spoke, that there were very much larger 
numbers than the arithmetical computa- 
tion could show still in the field, and 
that the difference must be made up by 
new recruits coming in from Cape 
Colony. Nothing of the kind has hap- 
pened. I do not mean to say that the 
commandos of Boers moving about in 
Cape Colony have not got here and there 
a recruit from this or that farm house, 
or two or three recruits from this or that 
village or town; but we have reason to 
believe that the total number of recruits 
they have obtained during the second 
invasion has been only a small propor- 
tion, and has not materially a'tered the 
figures we have laid before the House. 


| And if that be the case, as it is the case, 
| what becomes of all the structure the 
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right hon. Gentleman has built upon his 
statement, about our having by our con- 
duct consolidated Dutch discontent, and 
about our having destroyed the loyal 
feeling of an entirely loyal colony! The 
right hon. Gentleman says Cape Colony 
was entirely loyal two years ago. What 
does he mean by loyal? If he means 
that it was not in open rebellion, that 
before this war broke out there was no 
rebellion, of course we entirely agree 
with him. But if he means that there 
was uot, two and three and five years 
ago. and in the time of the right hon. 
Gentleman, when he was a member of 
the Government—that there was not in 
Cape Colony a large and growing feeling 
held by a majority of the Dutch popula- 
tion which led them to sympathise with 
the aspirations for a Dutch Republic for 
the whole of South Africa—if he denies 
that. then he is very much mistaken. 
And just let me say that the right hon. 
Gentleman is always boasting and talk- 
ing about the advantages which would 
be conferred by self-government. He 
is always pressing us to hurry up 
self-government for the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony. Does it 
never strike him that in Cape Colony 
they have had self-government since 
1872, and during all that time they 
have had absolutely no complaint what- 
ever to make of the Imperial Govern- 
ment or the Imperial connexion, and 
vet even before two or three years ago 
you had a great portion of the popula- 
tion disloyal in their hearts—{ Opposition 
cries of ‘‘ No ’’|—lisloyal in their hearts 
—disloyal, that is to say, to this extent, 
that they were prepared at any moment 
to assist this movement in order to drive 
the British from South Africa? [Oppo- 
sition eries of “Oh!” and Ministerial 
cheers. | 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) : 
What about the ship they paid for ? 


Mr. J, CHAMBERLAIN : Really, that 
is childishness. [Opposition cries of 
““Oh!” and Ministerial cheers.| Is it 
to be said that an offer of £30,000 a 
year as a contribution 
£30,000,000 a year that we pay for the 
Navy, enables us to say with certainty 
that every single constituent of every 
man who voted for that is loyal to the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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connexion? The idea is absurd. The 
great proportion of the Dutch in South 
Africa from the first have been led, 
partly from racial sympathies, and partly 
from other causes, to give their support 
to this aspiration, and when they thought 
they saw it was within reasonable possi- 
bility of accomplishment, then their 
opinions were openly expressed. I think 
we may rejoice that, in spite of that, so 
large a proportion of the Dutch have 
remained absolutely loyal. I have been 
speaking only of the section who have 
been opposed to us; but a majority of 
the Cape Colonists, including the whole 
of the English and a very large section of 
the Dutch, have never, of course, been: 
influenced by these cpinions. I go back 
to the subject of Cape Colony again to 
say that when the right hon. Gentleman 
tells us, quoting a phrase of Sir Walter 
Hely-Hutchinson’s, that a great district, 
extending over thousands of square miles, 
is more or less in the occupation of the 
rebels or the Boers, he forgets what 
occupation means in the circumstances 
which now exist in South Africa. It 
means only that a body numbering alto- 
gether some 2,000 or 3,000, divided into 
a great number of scattered commandos, 
some of them with not more than twenty 
in a commando, have been riding back- 
wards and forwards over this expanse of 
country. No loyal man can be called 
absolutely safe so long as that is possible, 
and these bands have not been absolutely 
defeated and destroyed; but that does 
not mean that any one should suppose, 
as the right hon. Gentleman seems to 
think, that the country is in the hands of 
the rebels. It is in the hands of the 
British Government, though they are not 
able at the present time to prevent here 
and there a sudden incursion by a small 
number of these troops. 
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The right hon. Gentleman goes on. to 


complain of the operations of martial law. 
Sir, it is a curious thing that here also he 


makes himself the spokesman of the Boers. 


As far as I know, there has been no serious 
complaint from any loyal man in South 
Africa about the operations of martial 
law. Ido not mean to say that martial 
law has not been felt to be a great evil, 
an immense inconvenience, perhaps even, 
in some cases, an injustice. I know, at 
‘all events, of no case of loyal Dutch 
‘or loyal Englishmen who have doubted 


| that it was an unfortunate necessity, 


iand who have been unwilling to bear- 
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ail that it meant with patience and 
loyalty to the Crown. Then, again, 
everything turns on the necessity. As- 
suming martial law to be necessary, 
ynder martial law you will not have 
precisely the same justice, the same 
conveniences, the same opportunities 
that you have under the ordinary law 
of the country. You have to take it as 
one of the evils of the war in which you 
are engaged. But to make an attack 
upen it in the way in which the right 
hon. Gentleman does, without giving 
reasons to show that it is no longer 
necessary, is not really common sense, 
ant | do not think that it is a patriotic 
way of treating what undoubtedly is a 
great cause of self-sacrifice on the part 
of our loval fellow-subjects in South 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman 
makes one or two definite complaints ; 
he actually complains that we have not 
followed an example which he says has 
heen set us, and complains that, no 
matter what the case, we allow the 


natives in South Africa to give evidence 
ina martial law court—the natives who 
iorm the great majority of the popula- 


tion, the natives for whom hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House are 
ontinually so anxious and so determined 
that they shall have equal justice. These 
natives, according to the right hon. 
Gentleman, ought to have been silenced 
by the Government, and ought never 
tohave been allowed to give evidence, 
even in their own case, on the murders 
that have been charged. What are the 
murders that have been charged ? There 
have been few murders of whites; in 
dmost every case they have been mur- 
ders of blacks, of natives. They are the 
men who have suffered cruelty and 
murder and outrage of the most brutal 
description at the hands of some of the 
leaders of the Boers ; and the right hon. 
Gentleman actually suggests that in 
these cases these men, who are the only 
witnesses because they are the only 
people present, whose brothers or other 
relations have been subjected to outrages, 
are to hold their tongues, and their 
evidence is not to be taken. If he had 
only said that the evidence of the natives 
when it was given should be weighed 
carefully, and that it should be con- 
sidered how far there were corroborative 
circumstances, I should have entirely 
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agreed with him. But to say they 
ought not to be heard at all, should not 
be allowed to be witnesses, is to put the 
civilisation of this country back to the 
times of slavery. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman asks 
for particulars as to certain people who 
have been deported. Let mesay one word 
as to these inquiries. I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman, considering that martial law 
has been in existence for considerably 
over a year, and that there have been 
hundreds, and possibly thousands, of 
cases, is it reasonable to ask me without 
the slightest notice for particulars of a 
particular case? Is it possible that 1 
should know, or that if I knew that I 
should remember, all the cases that have 
taken place? On the other hand, 
if the right hon. Gentleman has any 
interest, or any hon. Gentleman has 
any interest, in any particular case, I 
have always shown myself willing to 
make the necessary inquiries. I have 
had, of course, to communicate by 
telegraph with South Africa, and I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that the 
bill for telegraphing has been most 
materially increased by this particular 
task of answering questions. But I will 
answer this question generally—it is rot 
one which requires any _ particular 
knowledge. Men and women have been 
deported, and rightly deported, under 
martial law from districts in which they 
were mischievous and in which their 
presence was injurious to the military 
operations. Why? Does the right hon. 
Gentleman not know what is in every- 
body’s mouths, what everybody knows 
who pays the slighest attention to the 
matter, that women as well as men have 
acted as spies for the Boers, have conveyed 
information, that women have hidden 
ammunition, and have even conveyed 
ammunition? To say that in those 
circumstances the military authority in a 
case of exigency may not—do what, not 
hang these people, not confiscate their 
property, but remove them safely to a 
distance where they cannot do any 
mischief, is perfectly absurd. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
To keep them without letting them even 
know what they are charged with ! 


Mr. J.CHAMBERLAIN: They know 
perfectly well. What, says the right hon. 
Gentleman, to keep them there for a year ? 
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Yes, to keep them there until the exigency 
has gone, as long as the emergency lasts, 
and as long as it will be unsafe for them 
to return. Then I come to what was 
really the last part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech, which fills me 
absolutely with amazement. I know that 
he is a Gentleman of high intelligence, 
but 1 never should have 
from the portion of his speech to which 
L am about to allude. He said, very 
truly, that inaspeech which! made in 1900 
I said it would be our object to interfere 
as little as possible with the laws and 
customs and _ prejudices of the 
Dutch in the new colonies, and | 
thought that would be especially the 
case in the Orange River Colony, where 
the laws had been well administered, and 
were on the whole, I believe, admirable 
laws. But I went on to say—I do not 
know whether he forgot this—that in the 
Transvaal, where the character and 
quality of the law had been one of the 
great grievances against the late Govern- 
ment, there would have to be serious 
alterations. ‘ Oh, yes,” says the right 
hon. Gentleman, “I admit that there 


may have been things in the laws of the 


Transvaal which are capable of improve- 
ment; but why in such a hurry, why do 
you make the improvement now, why 
do you not wait until the end of the 
war?’ Yousay it will take a generation, 
so “why do you not wait for a genera- 
tion, until you can give self-government 
to the Transvaal, and then, and then 
only, amend the laws?” Would the 
right hon. Gentleman have a single sup- 
porter in a policy of that kind? Why, 
{ am questioned night after night by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite as to why we 
have not already improved the condition 
of things in the Transvaal, and why we 
have not improved the condition of the 
natives in the Transvaal. My answer 
is, we are doing it as quickly as we can ; 
those are the laws we have to alter, those 
are the laws we have repealed. These 
are the new laws which we are prepar- 
ing. And the right hon. Gentleman 


actually suggests to us that we should | 


wait for a generation, and allow all these 
scandals and abuses to continue, until 
forsooth, we can have a_ self-government 
in the colony which we may consult 
about what, after all, to most of us 
would be self-evident propositions. 

Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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Then the right hon. Gentleman says, 
, “ Oh, but you are doing something else,” 
and then there comes in the usual sneer 
‘at the capitalists—again an insinuation, 
notacharge. The right hon. Gentleman 
is always insinuating; he affects that 
the war itself is all tor the benefit of the 
capitalists. What is the particular case ! 
The particular case is that a new register 
has been made of mining property, and 
in connection with this, and in connection 
with the laws which are to regulate the 
industry upon which the whole pro: 
perity of the country absolutely depends, 
it is our crime that we have consulted 
representatives of this industry. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
And nobody else. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Nobody 
else? How does the right hon. Gentk- 
man know? Itisabsolutely untrue. We 
have consulted the persons who are ae- 
quainted with the gold industry, and have 
asked them to makeareport. It has not 
at present been presented ; but no doubt 
the House will have an opportunity of 
seeing what legislation and provisions and 
regulations are in their opinion necessary 
and desirable for the proper conduct of 
that industry. Whether we shall adopt 
them or not is a different matter; that 
will depend on what they are, and on 
how far they accord with our ideas ot 
what is right, and on the other informa- 
tion we acquire on this subject. But 
all this is part of the pretence that in 
the Transvaal, where every man of 
energy and intelligence, or of more than 
ordinary intelligence and industry, is 
connected with the gold mining industry, 
we are absolutely to shut our doors to 
all such persons and refuse to employ 
them in any connexion; that we are to 
deprive ourselves of the only instruments 
with which we can successfully deal 
with the work before us. Anything 
more absurd than this pretence, that 
because a man once in his life, or at 
some period in his life, has been a 
servant of a gold-mining company he 
|is therefore unfit to be a Government 
| official, I never heard. Did right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite when they were in 
| office, do we who are in office, adopt 
|that principle? Who was the Chief 
| Constructor of the Navy, the gentleman 
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who has to advise on the contracts in 
the Navy for big ships, and so on? 
Why, he was previously the chief 
constructor for the greatest firm of 
shipbuilders in the United Kingdom, 
Armstrong and Co. And when Sir 
William White retired, his successor has 
been found in the same yard. Does any- 
body doubt that that was wise ; does any- 
body deny that that was the most prudent 
course that could possibly have been 
taken? Does anybody pretend that Sir 
William White, or his successor, would be 
in any way prejudiced, that they would 
not be honourable servants of the State, 
because, forsooth, at one time they were 
salaried servants of a company which was 
contracting with the State ? Well, the 
case is precisely the same in connection 
with these matters. I am not talling of 
such questions as the Land Laws, or of 
matters that may concern the burghers ; 
but on matters that concern the gold 
industry we must have the best advice we 
get. We cannot get it in this 
country. We are not gold miners here, 
and cannot find here the same sort of 
experience and knowledge which we can 
get alone in South Africa. I think it 
right to make that statement now, and 
hang it on what the right hon. Gentleman 
has said, because I see a sort of feeling 
growing up, an entirely mistaken feeling, 
I think, in the minds of some hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that we are bound by 
some morality, I confess I do not know 
where they obtain it, by some moral 
consideration, not to employ the only 
people who can effectively carry out the 
work required. The register to which 
the right hon. Gentleman referred, I will 
just say in passing, is a register of mining 
rights. It is not a register, therefore, 
of burghers’ rights, and the absence 
of the burghers, who are not mine 
owners, and who have no direct in- 
terest in the matter, is not a point of 
any importance. But the question of 
registering those rights is a matter of very 
great importance. It is like a survey in 
this country. You cannot transfer them, 
you cannot properly legislate for them 
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Cali 


until the boundaries have been accurately | 


laid down. 
Now, Sir, I have dealt with the in- 
quiries which the right hon. Gentleman 


has made, and I ask the House whether | 


they are not really, when boiled down, 
paltry in the extreme. If that is all the 


information he wants, I admit it is most | 
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moderate, and that he is fully entitled to 
it, and I have afforded it with the greatest 
of pleasure. But how is it possible if that 
is all that he has been craving for, if that 
is the only thing on which he has 
based his complaint—how is it possible 
for him to say that we have been 
keeping back important, valuable, and 
essential information? We have been 
doing nothing of the kind. The right 
hon. Gentleman wants us to give some 
estimate of the progress of the war. The 
progress of the war is to be read in the 
daily papers and in the telegrams which 
are continually coming in. But if he 
wants to go beyond that, and to know 
whether we are looking forward to the 
future beyond the war, whether we are 
considering the question of pacification, 
which, no doubt, is always in his mind, 
then I say, Yes, it is never out of our 
thoughts, and I am able, I am glad to 
say, to take a very optimistic view of it. 
The right hon.Gentleman says that by our 
action we have been endangering British 
supremacy. We are establishing British 
supremacy ; and when we have estab- 
lished Br.tish supremacy I, for one. do 
not anticipate those terrible consequence 
from the racial feeling which no doubt 
prevails at the present time. And my 
reason for hoping that that racial feeling 
will disappear is proved, I think, by the 
fact that very large numbers even of 
those who were recently in the field 
against us, have now freely accepted the 
situation. They say, in effect, ‘“‘ We have 
been fairly defeated—defeated, indeed, 
by a force which is in an overwhelming 
majority. We have not lost our honour, 
we accept our defeat, and we are pre- 
pared to accept all that follows on our 
defeat, relying on the promises that have 
been made to us of just and equal 
treatment.” That is not mere talk, that 
is not hypocrisy, that is not said in order 
to gain anything; for what are the 
facts? At this moment we have between 
3,006 and 4,000 of these men, Boers, 
burghers, fighting with us against the 
burghers in the field. You may read the 
accounts of what they are doing in 
almost every telegram. There is not 
one recent engagement in which these 
men have not played an important part, 
and it is they who have captured some 
of the most important generals and com- 
mandants who have recently fallen into 
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our hands. And you may read it in the 
very interesting communication which 
General Vilonel has addressed, I think, 
to General de Wet or to General Louis 
}otha, in which he says that the ene- 
mies of the country are those who are 
continuing a hopeless struggle. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): He is a 


traitor. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
hon. Gentleman is a 
traitors. 


Ah! The 
good judge of 


Mr. DILLON: I wantto know, Sir, 
first, whether that is a Parliamentary 
expression. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
himself interrupted the right hon. Gentle- 
man by crying out that soldiers who 
were serving under the British Crown 
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hon. Gentleman will not interrupt he 
will not be subjected to retorts. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I desire to say 
that the right hon. Gentleman is a 
damned liar. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must withdraw that expression. 


Mr. DILLON: I cannot withdraw it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must name the 
hon. Member for disregarding the 
authority of the Chair. 


(5.48.) Motion made, and Question put, 
“That Mr. Dillon be suspended from the 
service of the House.”)—M;. A. J. 
Balfour.) 





were traitors. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Asnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen.Charles P.(Glone,Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ark «right, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh 0. 
Asher, Alexander 
Asquith,Rt. Hn. Herbert Hnry 
Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneb’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Cnarles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bull, William James 
Surdett-Contts. W. 
Batcher, Joun George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Kmght 
€ wendisi, R. FP. (.. wanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshre 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


I deprecate the interrup- 
tion: | deprecate the retort. 


If the 48. 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore'r 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman Edward 

Churebill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, Nocth) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 

Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliott. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fe: zuson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt Un.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


The House divided :—Ayes 248; Noes 
(Division List No. 82.) 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Ret. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster. Henry William 
Fuster, PhilipS.(W’rwi'k,S. W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gladstone, Rt Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Lince.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Waiford D.( Wednesb’ry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd. 
Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude Geo. 
Hayne, Re. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, James (Statiords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
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ne Hoult, Joseph Myers, William Henry Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham | Nicholson, William Graham | Soares, Ernest J. 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | Nicol, Donald Ninian Spear, John Ward 
Hudson, George Bickersteth O'Neill, Hop. Robert Torrens | Spencer,RtHnC.R.(Northants 
uy Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Spencer,Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) Parkes, Ebenezer Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘ aggart 
a Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea | Partington, Oswald Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohnH. Paulton, James Mellor Strachey, Sir Edward 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. Peel, HnWmRobertWellesley | Stroyan, John 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | Percy, Earl Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
er Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth | Plummer, Walter R. Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxPdUniv. 
Lawson, John Grant Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Tennant, Harold John 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H. Price, Robert John Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) Priestley, Arthur Thomas, E. Freeman-( Hastings 
it. Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Purvis, Robert Thorborn, Sir Walter 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Randles, Jobn S. Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry fankin, Sir James Trevelyan. Charles Philips 
he Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Ratelitf, R. F. Tritton, Charles Ernest 
he Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Reid,SirR.Threshie(Dumfries Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. Renshaw, Charles Bine Valentia, Viscount 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee tenwick, George Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(Kent) Rickett, J. Compton Wallace, Robert 
t Loyd, Archie Kirkman tidley,Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
i Lueas,Col. Franecis(Lowestoft) Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
he Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth Rigg, Richard Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney} 
d. Maedona, John Cumming Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson Welby,SirCharles G, E.( Notts) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) Whitely, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
M‘Killop.James (Stirlingshire) Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Majendie, James A. H folleston, Sir John F. L. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
es Malcolm, lan Ropner, Colonel Robert Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Markham, Arthur Basil Round, James Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n Royds, Clement Molyueux Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Melville, Beresford Valentine Runciman, Walter Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. R.) 
Middlemore,JhnThrogmorton Russell, T. W. Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Milvain, Thomas Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
1e Mitchell, William Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) Wood, James 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) Samnel, S. M. (Whitechapel) | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
e- More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Morrell, George Herbert Seeley, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof W'gt Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford Sharpe, William Edward T. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
y Moulton. John Fletcher Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
. Mount, William Arthur Smith, Abel H. (Hertford East) TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
ye Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. Hayes Fisher. 
1. 
Mi NOES. 
k Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. Jordan, Jeremiah 0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.)__ 
n Ambrose, Robert Joyce, Michael O Kelly, James(Rosse’mon, N. ) 
) Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Labouchere, Henry (’Malley, William 
Blake, Edward Levy, Maurice : O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
y Boland, John Lloyd-George, David Reddy, M. - : 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8) Logan, John William Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Channing, Francis Allston Lundon, W. Roche, John — ; 
Clancy, John Joseph MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Crean, Eugene MaeVeagh, Jeremiah Sullivan, Donal 
| Cremer, William Randal M‘Govern, T. Tully, Jasper : 
Xx Deiany, William M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) White, Patrick (Meath, North 
nt Dillon, John Murphy, John Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. KR.) 
1. Doogan, P. C. Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Ffrench, Peter Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) a 
Flynn, James Christopher O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
). Gilhooly, James O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper ryMid Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Grant, Corrie O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) Haviland-Burke. 
e- Hayden, John Patrick O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
). 
¥ - 
*Mr. SPEAKER then directed Mr. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I was com 
Dillon to withdraw, and he withdrew menting when I was interrupted on the 
accordingly. auspicious circumstance that a man like 
v General Vilonel should be found ready 
ry Debate resumed. to write to one of the Boer generals in 
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the field that they were continuing a|authorities. I will not say that the 
hopeless struggle ; and I was going on | Government have intentionally deceived 
to say that I had reports from the!the public; but they have a knack of 
prisoners’ camps in Ceylon and India | deceiving themselves never equalled by 
and elsewhere, and that, in all cases, | any set of men in the world, and, having 
although there are men who are at succeeded in deceiving themselves, have 
present irreconcilable, yet there are a deceived the country. I ask in fear and 
very large proportion of the prisoners | trembling for information in this respect, 
who are only eager to go back to their because I know that as soon as we have 
firms and resume their peaceful occupa-| an optimistic declaration from the 
tions. I say that those are circum-| Government tothe effect that everything 
s:ances of good augury, and I have) is for the best, and that we are arriving 
reason to believe that when the war is | at a rapid end to the war, the declaration 
over, we may look forward to a period | will be followed by some great disaster. 
of great prosperity. /The declaration of Lord Roberts 


63.) sm WILUTAM'THaRcouRE %,,falowe, by tie Garson 
(Monmouthshire, W.): My right hon. Poeeston “ te ote d ly ths 
friend the Leader of the Opposition ad- | aster which we have so recently had to 
dressed two classes of inquiry to His depl 

Majesty’s Government. The first relates — ; 

tothe present military conditionin South | But I would call attention to a far 
Africa. I cannot say that we have More serious thing than the military 
received much information on that score. Situation—I mean the situation in the 
That is by no means a new departure, Cape Colony—the old self-governing 
but at the same time I] think we might Cape Colony, which to my mind 1s the 
have been told more than we have been. ™ost serious feature with regard to 
| confess that I myself did not expect South Africa today. I was astonished 
that we should learn a great deal. All at the statement of the Colonial Secre- 
the information which we have hitherto | tary that before the war began the 
received on this subject has been per-| Colony was in a state of disloyalty. It 
fectly futile, and has been always con- | 18 contrary to the fact. The Blue books 
tradicted by the event. The Colonial | are full of statements as to the abound- 
Secretary complained that the instance 198 loyalty of the Cape Colony from 
to which my right hon. friend referred Lord Milner himself. By whom was 
was a small and immaterial example of this grant to the Navy made? By a 
failure. I will refer to a thing which is Parliament representing to a large extent 
neither small nor immaterial. In the | Dutch voters. The Afrikander Bond 
year 1900, on December 10th, we had | were cordially a party to the gift. The 
a solemn official announcement by the | repudiation of Dutch loyalty at that 
Commander-in-Chief that the war was | time isa most extraordinary statement, 
over. Less than two months from that | and the Colonial Secretary ought to 
time we have this official announcement | have known better. What ground is 


in a despatch from Lord Milner— there for saying that when Mr. Schreiner 
“It is no use denying that the last year has | beers Prime Minister there was any tase 
been one of retrogression.” | general disloyalty ? Exactly the opposite 


That covers four months of the time | of mM aa In Sr ot | yess Dae 
after Lord Roberts had said the war,;% S/F “ordon “Spriggs, there is ®! 
wes ever statement that the number of people in 
‘*Seven months ago (he says) the colony was jarms from the Cape hes hems shew 
’ “4 Cc y | . 
perfectly quiet, at least so far as the Orange 10,000 men. What = the state of the 
River Colony was concerned. The Orange River | government at this time in Cape Colony ! 
Colony was rapidly settling down, and also acon- | The right hon. Gentleman takes from 
siderable part of the Transvaal. . . . Today the | time to time two different attitudes with 
scene is ign gorse f altered, and what is more | lati f the C 
serious to my mind than the material deteriora- | Tegard to the re ations 0 the Cape 
tion is the moral effect of the recrudescence of | Colony with the Imperial Government. 
the war.” |When we ask what is being done under 
Thus we have gone on with contradic-| martial law, the right hon, Gentleman 
tory statements coming from the highest | says, “ This is a self-governing Colony 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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and I have nothing to do with it. There 


is a responsible Government, and the | 
(jovernor of the Cape is bound to take | 


the opinion of his Ministers and to act 
upon it.” At other times, if the Govern- 
ment at the Cape is disposed to do any- 
thing which does not please the right 
hon. Gentleman, he has no scruple in 
addressing remonstrances to them and 


preventing those things from being done. | 


There is no self-government today 
at the Cape. There is no respon- 
sible Government at the Cape. What 
is a self-governing Colony? What 
is a responsible Government ? 
governing colony is a colony which 


has representative institutions and a 


Parliament. A responsible Government 
jis a Government which is controlled 
by that Parliament. There is no 


Parliament today at the Cape. It has 
been suspended. By whom? By no 
one who has authority to suspend it. 
There is a statutory obligation that 
the Parliament shall meet within 
twelve months of its last meeting; and 
to prorogue it beyond that period is 
a breach of the law. Who has com 
mitted that breach of the law? Of 
course the person is the Governor. | 
asked the right hon. Gentleman about 
that, and he said that the Governor 
did it on the advice of his responsible 
Ministers. But who are the Ministers 
responsible to him? The Parliament 
is illegally done away with by the very 
men who are responsible to that Parli- 
ament. It is a condition of things 
intolerable to anyone who has any 
respect for constitutional liberty. At 
this moment the lives, the liberties, the 
rights, and the property of every British 
zubject within the Cape are at the 
mercy of a Government responsible to 
nobody. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that they are not responsible to 
him. Whom are they responsible to? 
To no one but themselves. They are 
in the situation of a self-constituted 
Committee of Public Safety. They go 
on proroguing the Parliament, and 
there has been no legal existence of 
Parliament since October last. This 
proregation may go en for an indefinite 
period. 

[ say, Sir, that this condition of 
things is intolerable to any community 
that has any respect for the principles 
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which belong to Englishliberty. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that the persons 
whom he calls the only loyal people do not 
object ; but the rights and the liberties of 
every man at the Cape ought to be under 


General Observations. 


'some legitimate and constitutional pro- 


tection. I do not say that there are not 
circumstances which may hinder you 
from calling that Parliament together ; 
I do not deny that for a moment; but it 
is not for the Executive Government of 
the moment to get rid of the Parliament 
for any length of time that it chooses. 
That is not the way in which the 
Constitutions of colonies have been 
suspended. In the case of Canada it 
was determined to send out Lord 
Durham, but was he sent out without 
any authority to which he could refer ? 
The first act done was by the Imperial 
Parliament, to suspend the Constitution 
of Canada, and so with the case of the 
colonies where Constitutions 
have been suspended. In Jamaica it was 
suspended by the consent of the existing 
local Government, which surrendered its 
powers to the Crown. But the notion 
that a temporary Executive can abolish 
the Constitution of a self-governing 
colony at his own will and pleasure and 
for any length of time is one which 
strikes at the root of the whole fabric of 
the Empire, and destroys the whole 
principle of self-government in the 
colonies concerned. The proper method 
to have adopted, where it is necessary, in 
suspending or destroying a self-governing 
colony is that it shall be done under the 
authority of the Imperial Parliament 
which granted that Constitution and 
created that self-government. These are 
vital questions at this moment, when we 
are dealing with that most important 
matter of the relation of the Imperial 
Parliament to the self-governing colonies. 
The principle now being acted upon is 
absolutely destructive of all the hopes 
which we have entertained of the closer 
truer relations between the Central 
Govenment of the Empire and the self- 
governing colonies. 

Therefore I say that this condition of 
things at the Cape ought not to be 
continued. My opinion is that it is a 
matter which ought to be taken in 
hand by the Imperial Parliament. If it 
be the case—and I do not deny it 
Parliament cannot be 
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called together in existing circum- 
stances, then you ought, as in the case of 
Canada, to make a temporary provision 
which would give some security for the 
liberty of the subject, and you should 
not leave it to the discretion of a self- 
appointed Government—for that is what 
itis. The Executive Government has no 
vitality. How do you know that the 
Government of the day retains the 
confidence of the country, when it has 
destroyed and continues to keep in 
suspense that authority from which alone 
it derives its vitality? I am bound to 
say that a much more constitutional view 
of this subject has been taken in another 
place than has been presented to us here. 
Speaking of martial law, Lord Salisbury 
said— 

‘Ladmit that it isa matter which requires 
to he watched with the utmost eare.”’ 

What materials have been given to us 
to watch it and the manner in which it 
is administered ? 

“There ought to be (le said) a thorough 
review at the hands of competent authorities 
of the Acts of martial law. Something 
has been said of Acts of indemnity, but 
it isa matter upon which the Parliament of 
this country will have to be satistied that the 
law has only been set aside on grounds cf real 
necessity. 

It is we, the Parliament of England, 
that will have to be satisfied, and not the 
local Parliament which does not exist. 

“Parliament must determine on those 
indemnities which are necessary to protect the 
position not only of the soldiers, not only of 
those who act under the direct authority of 
his Majesty’s Government, bnt also the 
authorities and instruments of Cape Colony.” 
That is a sound and true doctrine. It 
is the Imperial Parliament which is to 
judge of these things. It is not for the 
Executive Government at the Cape to 
assume to itself the whole of the authority 
which can be derived only from a Parlia- 
ment which it has abolished or suspended. 
Then he says 

“Tt is necessary for both Houses of Parlia- 

ment to watch with the most careful jeaiousy 
the exercise of powers which, no doubt, wnre- 
strained might be very dangerous to the liberty 
of the subject.” 
They have been dangerous to the liberty 
of the subject. My information as to the 
satisfaction with which martial law is 
regarded at the Cape is the opposite of 
that received by the Colonial Secretary. 
Then Lord Salisbury says— 

“The superseding of a Constitution is not 
the ordinary business of a Government either 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 
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here or there, and only under the greatest 
exigencies should such a thing be done; 
Lut the power of doing it must necessarily 
Ivy joined with the duty of giving afterwards 
the reason why it was done, and coming te 
t:e Supreme Parliament of Great Britain 
tor the indemnity which must follow.” 
Therefore for the suspension or violation 
of the Constitution the Imperial Parlia- 
ment has to give an indemnity to the 
Government. But it has to do more, 
as in the case of Canada. While the 
Constitution is suspended—it may be 
necessarily suspended—it has to make a 
statutory provision under the authority 
of the Parliament of this country forthe 
conduct of affairs inthe Cape. The In- 
perial Parliament is to be the ultimate 
judge, according to Lord Salisbury, in the 
maiter. I am happy to say that in 
consequence of the perseverance of my 
noble friend Lord Spencer, the Govern- 
ment have conceded that information on 
this subject should be given and that a 
Return shall be made. What has been 
the case with martial law? I believe 
that every lawyer and every statesman 
recognises that when there arises some 
sudden necessity, then by the exeeutive 
authority, or indeed by every subject of 
the realm, measures may be taken in 
excess of the law to preserve the 
peace, but if it be found necessary to 
have a chronic condition of superseding 
the law, then the authority of Parliament 
is necessary for that purpose, and it has 
always been given. We have had a 
succession of Acts of martial law in order 
to regulate and restrain excesses of the 
law. There is the case of the Coercion 
Act in 1833 and other Acts for that 
purpose—to make provision for the 
manner in which justice is to be ad- 
ministered ; and if martial law is to 
prevail at the Cape or elsewhere in a 
chronic. form, it ought to be, and always 
has been, regulated by statutes which 
give proper protection. 


Now, Sir, the information which I have 
received differs from that of the right 
hon. Gentleman. I believe there is great 
dissatisfaction at the Cape with the 
existing condition of things, although 
the, military; censorship prevents us 


‘knowing all that is going on and its 


exact bearings. That is a most serious 

thing. In my belief itis owing to 

the manner,in which things have been 
Y2 
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conducted at the Cape since the com- 
mencement of the war that the great 
disaffection that exists at the Cape at 
the present time is mainly due. The 
right hon. Gentleman, it seems to me, 
has very much minimised the true state 
of things. In the last Papers we have a 
most alarming statement by the Prime 
Minister at the Cape, Sir Gordon Sprigg, 
in which he says that the white popu- 
lation of the Cape is 517,000, and out of 
that population more than one-half is 
either in rebellion or in sympathy with 
rebellion. What measures are you tak- 
ing to deal with that? Is your adminis 
tration one which will reconcile to you, 
under British rule, half of the white 
population of the Cape? ‘These are 
matters on which we ought to have some 
information. Therefore, I do say that 
the condition of things at the Cape, 
wh: re, according to Sir Gordon Spriggs, 
in the month of December last, more 
than one-half of the population was either 
in rebellion or hostile to you, is a very 
serious matter. I think this state of 
things requires very different treatment 
tothat which you have been giving this 
question, and I should like to know what 
measures you are going to take. You 
may stamp out or exterminate the popu- 
lation of the late Republics, but you 
cannot exterminate the white population. 
You cannot get rid of the greater half of 
the population who are either against 
you or sympathising with the rebellion, 
and we ought to have a very definite 
statement as to the condition of things. 

I do not desire to enlarge any more 
upon this, except to call attention tothe ex- 
treme gravity of that condition of things. 
Ido not know whether | am to be called 
a pro-Boer or not, but | have never 
altered the opinion I entertained of this 
war. I believe that by different diplo- 
macy it might and ought to have been 
avoided __[ have always held that view, 
and | hold it now. But since the war 
began I have never opposed the military 
operations of the country. I have never 
done anything—willingly, certainly, or 
knowingly—in any way to hamper those 
operations. But I believe this war was 


brought about, as the Crimean War was 
brought about, by faulty negotiations 
and want of proper temper on both sides. 
I desire to see the early termination of 
the war. 
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your principal reliance is upon force. 
Peace depends upon moral force, and I 
believe the people of this country 
earnestly desire to see peace restored 
upon terms. I agree that those 'iterms 
must include the condition of the 
supremacy of Britishrule. I have never 
denied that. But what I think every 
reasonable and every Christian man 
ought to desire isto bring the minds of 
our opponents into a condition in which 
they should desire themselves to end 
what they must regard or ought to regard 
as a futile and hopeless struggle. 

Now, are you doing that ? That is a 
question we ought all to ask ourselves, 
irrespective of Party. 1 fear very much 
we have been doing a good many things 
that, so far from bringing them to that 
frame of mind, have made it extremely 
difficult for them to entertain such a 
feeling. Why is it that amnesty was 
rejected? In 1900 Mr Schriener, the 
then Prime Minister at the Cape, im- 
plored the British Government, with 
allusions to the Canadian precedent, to 
apply the principle of amnesty to the 
then comparatively few rebels at the 
Cape. When you know that that 
Ministry was dismissed because of dif- 
ferences of opinion, in the first place, 
among the Cabinet there, and because 
the Government would not entertain the 
question of amnesty; when you know 
that in March last, in the Kitchener- 
Botha correspondence, Lord Kitchener 
recommended amnesty, and that amnesty 
was repudiated by Lord Milner and by 
the Colonial Secretary — there, in my 
opinion, is a cause of the continuance of 
the war which it is in your power to 
remove, and which you ought to remove. 
| believe there are many on the other 
side of the House. as well as on this, 
who believe that amnesty is a question 
of statesmanship as well as of justice. 
Then there was that unfortunate pro- 
clamation of August last. 1 am happy 
to think that the Member for East Fife 
and I are entirely agreed today upon 
that point. We were not at that time 
entirely of the same opinion. I rejoice 
that today heand | are entirely agreed as 
to the impolicy of saying to men like De 
Wet and Botha that they are under 
sentence of banishment. These are 
matters, I believe, which go to the root 
of the whole continuance of the war. 
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These are considerations which we ought 
to have in our minds. We ought to try 
and persuade these men that we mean 
to deal with them liberally and fairly, in 
order to end this unhappy conflict. I 
wish I could think that everything that 
had been done has had that tendency. 
I read today with the deepest regret a 
speech by one of the most distinguished 
Members of the Cabinet, the First Lord 
-of the Admiralty, Lord Selborne. I find 
in that speech a sentence which I am 
afraid will have a disastrous effect. We 
are told that the Boers are _princi- 
pally occupied in reading British speeches. 
Lord Selborne sums up the policy of the 
‘Government in one menacing sentence— 
“ There was one way, and one way only, of 
reconciling the Dutch in South Africa—do not 
try to do it.” 
Do you think that speech will be 
forgotten? How are you going to 
reconcile the Dutch in Cape Colony ? 
temember, it is not the Dutch Re- 
publics whom you have under your 
foot—it is the whole Dutch race 
that is in arms against you. And yet 
we are told that the only way to concili- 
ate them is not totry it. I admit that 
there have been occasionally what I 
call “lucid intervals” in the language 
-of the Colonial Secretary, that the right 
hon. Gentleman has spoken in a moder- 
vte and liberal spirit ; but we have heard 
‘too often, | am sorry to say, accents of 
a different kind. What is the meaning 
‘of the policy conveyed in the language 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty? It 
means war to the knife. If the Dutch 
race are to be told that the policy of 
this country is not to try to conciliate 
them, then it is a challenge to them 
to fight to the last gasp. That, I say, is 
» policy as cruel as it is unstatesmanlike. 
It is a proclamation Vw victis—of race 


hatred and of ruthless and unscrupulous | 


ascendancy. This policy has already cost 
-you thousands of lives and hundreds of 
millions of money. It may be said that 
this was an accidental and unfortunate 
phrase. I wish I could think it was. 
!f I did think so I would not have 
quoted it tonight, but it is not an 
accidental phrase. It is the representa- 
tion of a policy which has inspired those 
inflammatory speeches, which the Govern- 
ment delight in laying onthe Table, 
of Parliament by the Prime Minister of 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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General Observations. 


604 
the Cape which my right hon. friend has 


already quoted. It is the true secret of 
the declaration by Lord Milner that the 
war may never cease in a formal sense, a 
policy which has been truly described by 
Lord Rosebery as equivalent to exter- 
mination. That is the spirit which does 
make and must make the Boers and the 
Dutch race irreconcilable. We know 
what that spirit is. We have also read 
the declaration of Sir Gordon Sprigg 
that he was entirely opposed to accept- 
ance of the Boer surrender on conditions, 
that 


‘*The enemy must come hat in hand, and on 
their knees, if necessary, to submit to the 


| terms imposed by the British Government.” 


That is not language which is likely to 
bring men to surrender. It is, on the 
contrary, calculated to drive them away, 
I must quote also, and I quote it with 
sorrow and regret, the recent language 
of the High Commissioner as it appears 
in a verbatim report of his speech in the 
Cape Times. He said— 


‘‘We make the figure of the Boer loom too 
large in the British imagination. _ It is asked 
whether this form of settlement will conciliate 
the Boer, or whether that form of settlement 
will conciliate him better. Morning, noon, 
and night it is Boer, Boer, Boer.” 
‘‘Laughter and cheers” saysthe newspaper 
report. Is that the spirit, is that the 
policy, which will induce the Boers to 
come forward to surrender? I do not 
think so. Itis, in other words, the policy 
declared by Lord Selborne— 


“Don’t try to reconcile them.” 


Is that language which will convince the 
Dutch race that you really mean to 
place them on equal terms with your- 
selves in South Africa? Is it not rather 
the language of ascendancy? These are 
serious matters. They lie at the root of 
the ending or continuation of this dis- 
astrous war. I ask the Government to 
consider the situation in a different spirit. 
Why should they not do everything in 
their power, consistently with the inter- 
ests of the Empire, to conciliate the Boers 
and induce them to surrender ? In say- 
ing that, | am speaking the sentiments 
of every man on this side of the House, 
whatever may be his views as to the 
origin or the conduct of the war. We 
desire that the Dutch race shall be con- 
vinced that what lies at the bottom of 
our hearts is a policy of conciliation. 
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We should endeavour to “agree with our 
adversary quickly.’ We} should agree 
with them on terms which shall appear 
to them to be friendly, and appear to us 
to be safe. If they were to be the last 
words I had to speak in this House, [ 
would say to the Government, ‘‘ Try to 
the utmost of your ability to conciliate 
your opponents.” 


(6.53.) Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, 
Totnes): I am anxious to say just a very 
few words in connection with the war 
with regard to an answer which has 
since been given to a Question in the | 
House by the noble Lord the Under) 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. | 
No doubt the Boer forces still in the | 
field derive much encouragement from | 
the pro-Boer agitation in Europe en- | 
gineered by Dr. Leyds. But how comes | 
it that Dr. Leyds is still able to figure | 
as the official representative of the Trans- | 





vaal in Europe? In answer to a Ques- | 
tion by the Member for West Wicklow | 
on the 24th January last [(4) Debates, | 
ci, 780], the noble Lord said that it | 
was not the practice of this country to | 
notify annexations to foreign Powers ; 
and, that method of putting an end to 
Dr. Leyds’ posturing as the official 
representative of the Transvaal being 
denied{us, it may be thought that we 
are powerless to prevent it. But, 
unless [ am wrong, we have in another 
way indirectly, or rather negatively, 
acquiesced in his continuance as such. 
To elucidate my meaning, I would quote 
the answer of the noble Lord to another 
Question which I put to him on the 
{th February last. I asked whether 
joreign consuls now in Pretoria were 
accredited to His Majesty’s Government. 
He answered [(4) Debates, cii., 361]— 
‘Foreign consuls have no official position in 
the Transvaal avd Orange River Colonies, but 
the British authorities attend to any repre- 


sentations they desire to make on behalf of 
their nationals,” 


which I take to mean that, though 
they are not officially and formally 
recognised, they are acting to all 
intents and purposes as if they were. 
Now, is it not an anomaly that) 
the authorities at Pretoria should even 
to this extent recognise foreign consuls, 
accredited not to His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment, but to Mr. Kruger’s Government ; 
while Leyds and his crew masquerade at 


\ 
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the Courts of Brussels, Berlin, and the 
Hague as representatives of the Trans- 
vaal, which we have annexed? If the 
authorities at Pretoria insisted on all 
persons officiating in a consular capacity 
receiving their exequaturs from the British 
Government, foreign Governments would 
be obliged to apply to us for these 
| exequaturs, and, in so doing, would recog- 
'nise the fact of the annexation of the 
| two colonies. The position of Leyds and 
|Co. would thus at the same time be 
rendered impossible, and this would be 
a heavy blow to the pro-Boer agitation 





‘carried on by them all over Europe. I 


am not well versed in the amenities of 
diplomatic intercourse, but it seems to 
me that rather a difficult situation may 
arise through this continued recognition 
of ‘Dr. Leyds by foreign Powers as the 
official representative of the Transvaal. 
Take, for instance, the occasion when 
the whole diplomatic corps in Berlin pay 
their respects at headquarters. If, on 
such an occasion, our ambassador were 
temporarily indisposed, and the duty of 
representing Great Britain devolved on 
the first Secretary, the representative of 
Great Britain would presumably occupy 
an inferior position to Dr. Leyds. Not 
a very pleasant predicament, but I sup- 
pose that under the circumstances he 
would have silently to acquiesce in this 
position of inferiority. 


Take another point—are not the pay- 
ments recently agreed to by our Com- 
mission — presided over by the hon. 
Member for Hampstead—as compen- 
sation to foreign subjects for losses 
sustained in the Transvaal, entirely 
inconsistent with the attitude taken up 
by foreign Governments in continuing 
to officially recognise Dr. Leyds as 
representing the Transvaal Government, 
while they are prepared to recognise 
ours as the de facto Government only 
when it suits them and they want to 
squeeze money out of us? Surely our 
policy in this matter, dictated no doubt 
by a wish to conciliate foreign Govern- 
ments and to avoid troublesome ques- 
tions, must be regarded abroad as a 
sign of weakness, resulting in such 
contemptuous treatment as was meted 
out to us in Berlin the other day. I 
have no wish to speak in any aggres- 
sive spirit. The attitude of European 
Governments towards us throughout 
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the war has been so scrupulously correct 
that there is no reason to think that 
they would resent so legitimate a claim 
as that their consuls at Pretoria should be 
accredited to us if they wish to do business 
with us. It must be plain to them that 
they cannot ask to have it both ways. 
The other day the German people 
expressed a wish to send supplies and 
stores to the concentration camps. | 
am glad that we were willing that they 
should do this. But in the despatch 
expressing this willingness we suggested 
that the German consul would be given 
opportunity to certify that these stores 
had reached their destination. In the 
face of that, is it not playing with words 
to say, as the noble Lord said the other 
day, that we do not recognise officially 
the existence of this consul? I do not 
know whether | have made myself clear. 
I have no wish to embarrass the Govern- 
ment in any way by unpleasant questions, 
for | count myself one of the strongest 
supporters ot their war policy, but I 
have been sincerely desirous of under- 
standing the position which the Govern- 
ment takes up in the matter. 


(7.5.) Stir CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Totnes Division of Devonshire, who has 
just sat down, and who tells us that he 
is one of the strongest supporters of the 
war policy of the Government, seems to 
think that we can help the war policy 
best by some fussing inquiries in regard 
to the status of Dr. Leyds. My own 
impression is that the status of Dr. Leyds 
will do no more to prolong the war than 
speeches by Gentlemen on this side of 
the House. The war has to be brought 
to an end by military operations, and 
one of the subjects which can most 
usefully be discussed on this occasion is 
that which was raised by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition, 
in his speech this evening, as to the 
concealment of facts with regard to the 
military operations. 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
said that the charge of my _ right 
hon. friend was a general charge. and 
he did not give proper instances in 
supporting it. I have very carefully 
watched, with natural interest, the 
military progress of this war, if it can 


Mr. Mildmoy. 
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be called progress, and what has amazed 
me throughout has been the extra- 
ordinary character of the concealment 
which has been practised with regard to 
these military operations. Of course the 
charge is a general charge ; it must be a 
general charge in the House of Commons. 
It is impossible to get this House to 
listen to long catalogues of cases. Fut 
those who have watched these events 
which have retarded the progress of 
the war, well know that there has been 
a policy of concealment of a double kind 
—a minimising of unfortunate events 
which were not entirely concealed, and 
a complete concealment of the facts with 
regard to a large number of other 
events. The Government have them- 
selves admitted that they have not given 
us—that Lord Kitchener has not thought 
it his duty to give us—the facts with 
regard to surrenders involving the loss 
of arms and horses, and therefore most 
useful to our opponents in the field; 
surrenders of Town Guards and so on, 
in Cape Colony. They not only do not 
figure in the telegrams, but they do not 
figure in the monthly reports of Lord 
Kitchener which are laid before the 
House. 

The importance of this is seen by 
remem bering what the Secretary for the 
Colonies said with regard to the condition 
of Cape Colony at this moment. He 
said it was impossible for the military 
orces in Cape Colony to prevent “a 
udden incursion.” There is no question 
ot a sudden incursion in Cape Colony. 
There are enormous portions of Cape 
Colony which have not been free for 
months, almost for years past, from 
the constant presence of the enemy. 


There is not the difficulty in this 
war of finding your enemy which 


sometimes occurs in guerilla warfare; 
we are in constant touch with the enemy, 
and there is no question of sudden in- 
cursion because there are very large dis- 
tricts of Cape Colony which the enemy 
has never left, and where he practically 
exercises the authority of civil govern 
ment. Iam prepared to statethat there 
are distinct occasions where facts which 
were necessary to our knowledge of th 
progress of the war have been withheld— 
I do not know whether by the Govrn- 
ment or by the military authorities at 
but withheld from Parlis- 
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ment and the country there is no man- 
ner of doubt. 1 know that we shall be 
asked for cases, and I have taken out 
some particulars. There was a surrender 
in July last in Cape Colony, north of 
Beaufort West, which was described by 
letter five or six weeks afterwards in the 
utmost detail by the correspondents of 
three or four of the leading newspapers 
of this country, and not the slightest 
reference was ever made to it in the tele- 
grams, and there is no reference to it in 
Lord Kitchener’s monthly reports. There 
is the case as to which questions were 
asked in this House, the Ermelo case of 
the 14th December, in which a very 
large number of rifles were lost by the 
surrender of a body of men. That was 
entirely concealed from the House and 
it was not the first or the second instance 
of concealment of important details. This 
has an essential bearing on the progress 
of the war; it has anessential bearing on 
the probable continuance of the war ; it 
has a bearing on the money that this 
House has voted, on the due expenditure 
of that money, and on the demands for 
money in the future. It affects the 
whole policy of the country. 


Let us see how, for example, it affects 
what are called ** cleared areas’ in South 
Africa. We have had descriptions issued 
tous as to large tracts of country sup- 
posed to have been cleared by the block- 
house system. If that is not so, if small 
engagements have happened resulting in 
the capture of some of our forces, that is 
a fact which the House ought to know, 
because it affects the whole probability 
of this blockhouse system and slow en- 
veloping drives ever bringing the war 
toa close. If it is the fact that, although 
these methods may be valuable for cer- 
tain purposes, in helping you to bring 
the war to an end, for securing your 
communications, for clearing certain 
important areas for a time, nevertheless 
you cannot hope to bring the war finally 


toan end by those means unless you have | 


also a high degree of mobility and run 
your enemy down, then it is essential 
that the House should be in possession 
of the whole of the facts. 


Take the figures that have been given 
to the House tonight as to the numbers 
of our opponents. The one fact on our 
side in this war, against all difficulties 
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which tell against us, is the extraordin- 
ary fewness of our opponents. That is 
the one material fact which leads us to 
entertain any hope of bringing the war to 
a successful termination. The Secretary 
for the Colonies has told us that there 
are only 9,000 men in the field against 
us; he has told us that there are 4,000 
of the same race and apparently of equi! 
quality who are in the field on our side. 
Therefore it comes to this, that having 
4,000 on your side and 9,000 in the field 
against you, yet with 250,000 men in 
South Africa you are not able to make 
rapid progress. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
The blockhouse system.] I am in 
clined to believethat it is impossible t« 
bring the war to anend by means of 
the blockhouse system. 


Now, I hope that so far as we may 
discuss military operations and the mili- 
tary situation and the progress of the war 
—if it be progress—we shall all try and 
speak with some object other than mere 
disagreeable criticism. Personally | 
do not want to make myself disagreeable 
to the Secretary of State for War or to 
the Government. It is our duty to try 
to contribute something towards the 
solution of these problems if we can. It 
is not possible to discuss the situation— 
it never has been—without referring 
to disagreeable incidents. I was taken 
to task in this House the other 
day for having used—I did not use it by 
itself—the word ‘disaster.’ What I 
said was that there had been a succession 
of convoy disasters. There has been a 
succession of convoy disasters that have 
attracted great attention recently on 
account of the disaster to the Methuen 
convoy; but it was only one of a series. 
It attracted, of course, marked attention 
because of the capture of a distinguished 
General, with whom everybody in this 
House has sympathy, but it was a convoy 
disaster of the ordinary kind. What 
causes the sending about of these great 
slow convoys? Itis this oceupation of 
a number of stations, and trying to hold 
| the country by a number of blockhouses 
,and detached stations, all of which have 
| to be fed and supplied with ammunition ; 

while you havea number of sympathisers 
Detwese who have relied on your strength 
| to protect them ; you donot like to aban- 
|don them, and you have to send out 
|these convoys. I noticed that the 
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Commander-in-Chief the other day said, 
in reference to the Methuen convoy 
disaster and others, that recent events 
in his opinion would not prolong the 
war. I wish I shared that view. I con- 
fess it seems to me incredible that the 
spirit of our enemies should not be raised 
by a succession of these convoy disasters. 
They take alargeamount of ammunition, 
they take a number of horses, they see 
our troops driven back in confusion ; it 
seems to me impossible that these occur- 
rences can have any other result than 
that of prolonging the war. And what 
is the direct effect upon the Generals in 
the field ? If they find that through the 
difficulty of handling such long convoys 
in a country where none but the very 
best cavalry are of any use for such 
operations, if they find that the local 
levies and Yeomanry and many of the 
Colonial mounted forces (not all) are not 
good enough, they must be driven 
again to that sort of timidity which 
is involved in the ‘nursing’ of their 
worst by their best forces. All those 
who have followed the operations des- 
cribed in private letters from officers 
at the front know that they have 
complained throughout this war of having 
to nurse large portions of their forces. 
These convoy disasters must lead to a 
continuance of that policy. Therefore itis 
that I do not,think the Secretary for the 
Colonies contributed much tothe military 
side of this question in his attack tonight 
on my right hon. friend, because J think 
that the demand for information and 
the complaints of concealments were 
thoroughly justified. It is not a general 
charge, except in the sense that every 
charge of this kind in an assembly like 
this, must be a general charge ; it cannot 
be launched in detail; but it is a well 
justified charge and one that I think 
ought to be met. 

Now, I want to ask the Government 
to tell us, if they know—and I cannot 
conceive that they do not know—what are 
the grounds which they have for believing 
that the present military system which 
they are following in Cape Colony can 
bring the operations there to a close. 
Over and over again, last year and this 


year, we were told that the difficulties in 


-Cape Colony were virtually over, that 
although there was necessity for care, 
nevertheless we were able to hand over 
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Cape Colony to the local Government 
and local forces, and that the enemy had 
been reduced to the very smallest possible. 
numbers, and that there was no fear for 
the future. I confess that what we have 
recently seen, the little that we have 
been allowed to learn in the last fey 
weeks and even today, goes to show, te 
my mind, that operations in Cape Colony 
are nothing like so advanced as we have 
been told. We see phrases used which, if 
they really meant exactly what they say, 
would be most satisfactory, but which 
contain the heaviest elements of doubt. 
Take for example the situation, so far 
as we know it, in the north-east of the 
Colony, between Aliwal North and Lady 
Grey on the north and Dordrecht on the 
south. The other day we saw that Fouché 
had at last been driven out of that country 
and had fled towards Cradock. But 
Cradock is not exactly the direction in 
which Fouché would fly, because it is 
on our lines of communication right in 
the heart of the Colony. A statement 
of that kind—confirmed as it is in 
further telegrams in the papers of to- 
day—leads me to suppose that there are 
fresh difficulties in Cape Colony, and 
that we shall never be able to master 
those difficulties merely by the means of 
blockhouses on the north part of the line, 
and the employment of local _ levies. 
These difficulties will continue, with all 
' their dangers to the future settlement of 
the territories involved, unless an entirely 
different system of military operationsis 
adopted. We know that this present 
system of blockhouses and slow drives, 
garrisons, and relief columns, is against 
all the teaching of military history, which 
shows that guerilla warfare should b 
_met by counter-guerilla operations by 
| highly-mobile columns. We are drawing 
horses from the whole world, but where 
are the Boers drawing their horses from! 
I imagine that the Boers are drawing 
'their supply of horses from us, because 
we know that they have an ample 
supply of horses at the present time 
| Every statement we receive from almost 
every part of South Africa shows that 
‘the best Boer columns are supplied with 
two horses to each man, and conse 
quently they can move with great 
| rapidity. We hear of this every day, 
| and they seem able to take our wretched 


weak horses and bring them round. 
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This suspicion of mine as to the source 
of the Boer supply of horses is confirmed 
by a very curious fact that has come to 
my knowledge. Why did the Boers 
make those remarkable rapid marches 
across Cape Colony, a distance of 500 
miles, in two different directions right 
down to the coast? One of those 
marches brought them under the fire 
of a British man-of-war which prevented 
them capturing two cargoes of our 
remounts. It seems to me as plain as 
anything can be that the Boers know all 
our telegraphic communications which 
pass along the wires in South Africa, and 
they were aware of the arrival of these 
remounts. They think at any rate that 
our horses are worth taking a good deal 
of trouble to capture, and they are rely- 
ing on our horses at the present time. 
The Government say they are content to 
leave these things in the hands of Lord 
Kitchener, and any of us who mention 
these matters are open to the retort 
that we are interfering in matters which 
we do not understand. No one can 
have a higher opinion than I have 
of the abilities of Lord Kitchener, 
but he has not had great experience 
of warfare of this kind. He was em- 
ployed under Lieutenant Conder in the 
Palestine Exploration Fund; then, 
because he had learnt Arabic, among the 
tribes in the Soudan, and he went 
straight into the Egyptian Army, where 
he performed considerable service. The 
whole of his time since he has been in 
Pretoria has been occupied by studying 
the details of a most complicated and 
gigantic organisation. That great ad- 
ministrative organisation he has carried 
out, I believe, with marvellous skill, but 
he is not in a position to devote, it 
seems to me, his whole time and energy 
to the actual details of guerilla warfare. 
{ hoped last autumn that we should 
have seen some change in the operations, 
and some attempt to run down the 
highly mobile forces against us by 
organising a highly mobile force of our 
own. But the same slow drives con- 
tinue, and I am convinced that you will 
never succeed in bringing the war to an 
end by operations of that kind. 


If we are to go from a mere statement 
of a personal conviction to an argument 
to support that view, I would ask the 
House to look at the position of the 
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highly-mobile Boerforce in thedistrict just 
beyond Lord Methuen’s district in the 
north-west of Cape Colony. It is 
impossible by the blockhouse system to 
drive out the highly mobile force of 
Boers who occupy the north-west of the 
Cape Colony—Griqualand West and 
Bushman’s Land. How can you ever 
hope to drive out the Boer force from that 
part of Cape Colony, which continues 
to hold its own and strengthen itself, 
by a mere blockhouse system? It is 
impossible, and if the Government {do 
not leave the troops free to deal with 
such movements as those in the north- 
west by giving up this blockhouse system 
and slow drives, | may say we may look 
forward to the continuation of this),war 
for an almost incalculable period of time. 
and the country is being entirely deceived 
in thinking that the war will be speedily 
brought to a close. 


Mr. BRODRICK :gThere are a large 
number of columns in operation quite 
apart from the “drives” or the block- 
house system. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The word 
“ column” is somewhat misleading. It is 
used in regard to those very slow columns, 
and it is also used in speaking of those short 
operations by a mobile force from a base. 
That is, no doubt, the true mode of opera- 
tion, but that is only conducted on a 
smaller scale up to the present time. It 
seems to me that you will have to 
enormously extend that system of 
operation. You will have to get the best 
mounted troops you can command, who 
must be as mobileasthe Boers themselves, 
or else you must fail in the long run by 
this mere blockhouse and slow drive 
system to bring your operations to a close. 


*(7.22.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said they had just had a very 
interesting speech on strategy from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. They had also heard 
a great constitutional lawyer upon mar- 
tial law in Cape Colony, and they had had 

| the usual exchanges of amenities bet ween 
the two front Benches, accompanied by 
/an amountof heat which to him seemed 
‘to have been altogether out of place and 
| ill-ealculated to add to the dignity of de- 
| bate. They had not, however, had the 
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common view of the man outside of the 
conduct of the Government in regard to 
this war. The man outside wanted to 
know why, after the proclamation of 
August 6th, which proclaimed that the 
Boers were devoid of any regular military 
organisation and were unable to carry 
on regular warfare or to offer organised 
resistance to His Majesty’s forces, we 
were losing prisoners to them, and even 


generals among those prisoners. He 
wanted to know why the Govern- 


ment’s most successful efforts had con- 
sisted in annexing countries before they 
were conquered and banishing Boer 
generals before they were captured. He 
also wanted to know why alterations 
were made in Lord Kitchener’s letter to 
General Botha, without consultation with 
the Cabinet Council, rendering Lord 
Kitchener's efforts for peace abortive; 
why, after two and a half years 
from the commencement of the war, anda 
vear and a half after they were officially 
told the war was over, the Government 
were still unable to make either peace or 
war; and how long the Government 
were to be allowed to continue their 
abortive efforts at both without drawing 
nearer to either? It was fatuous and 
foolish to ignore the fact that outside the 
conduct of the war caused great and 
growing anxiety, great distrust, some 
anger, ‘and much apprehension for the 
future. at § 
He was ale to speak of the feeling 
outside because he had just come back 
from what amounted to a re-election for 
King’s Lynn. He had come back with a 
renewed warrant to say in this House 
what everybody was saying outside— 
and he might mention parenthetically 
that he had received that warrant in 
spite of a most treacherous anonymous 
leaflet circulated against him. That 
leaflet professed to have been 
written by an elector of King’s Lynn, 
but in reality it was written and 
printed in London and _ circulated 
in Lynn by a canvasser in the employ of 
the Liberal Unionist Association — 
{Cries of “Order.” |—a man of humble 
and indigent condition, who never- 
theless developed a literary style which 
would do no discredit to the ablest 
Liberal Unionist pen that ever wrote an 
affidavit, and who, though poor, disposed 
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ing and distribution of large numbers 
of this Lynn leaflet. [Ministerial cries 
of “Order, Order.’’] He wished hijg 
Liberal Unionist friends would give him 
a little more patient attention. 
had heard of treachery before 
night ; he could tell a tale of treach: 
These were the questions which were 
being asked outside the House, and 
he trusted they were questions which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secrer; ry 
of State for War would be able to give 
some answer to. 

He admitted that some allowaners 
must be made for the Government, 
because they had had much to do thet 
was altogether unexpected. The War 
Office had been called upon to conduet 
a war. The great generals of Aldershot 
had had to meet a real ‘enemy, and 
they had discovered that the en ‘my 
possessed both horses and guns 
and brains, and that they had the 
advantage of not being hamper d 
and muddled by a_ Staff College. 
Some allowance must be made for the 
Government. Although they were very 
able, yet they were in some respects 
finite beings, not wholly exempt trom 
the weaknesses of human nature. But 
they had done their best. They had 
proposed six Army Corps, given new 
caps to the Guards, new rules to the 
Volunteers, disgraced Colvile, dismissed 
Buller, and tried to dismiss Truman. 
It was quite certain that in time they 
would do much better than they had 
done in the past. By the end of the 
war they would have learned how to 
buy a horse or a truss of hay, perhaps 
even how to choose a general or to 
conduct a campaign, with a_ certain 
amount of success. No inquiry such 
as was asked for the other day was 
required to bring out the naked facts of 
the case. We knew that in the cam- 
paign, on the whole, there had not 
been many successes, and that there had 
been a series of failures accumulating 
one upon another. And we knew too, 
from a remarkable revelation, the true 
causes of these things. As late as 
October and November last a member 
of the Cabinet, the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, whose honesty 
and candour not even office could affect, 
had said— 


‘Our Departments must be overhauled. 
No Government can be trusted by the people 
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which does not put War Office reform in the 
very forefront of its programme.” 
He added— 

“We 
and that, 
voice. 

He then said 

“There is not enough responsibility in our 
Departments. We need, whenever anything | 
goes wrong, to be able to trace home the 
responsibility, and to secure that the mau who 
failed shall not be trusted again.” 

This was on October 17th, and on 
November 4th he said— 


“There is a good deal too much of a tendency 





must see that we have a real Army, 
in promotion, 
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hon. Gentlemen there and noble Lords 
in another place. The real grievance 
against the Government was far broader, 
deeper, and wider than anything that 
could be touched by inquiring Com- 
mittees or anything said in this House. 
It was not a question of contracts for 


horses or forage or hay, it was a 
question of the original fundamental 


electors, made when 
the Government applied to them for 


its confirmation in power, that the 
|Government would end the war and 
bring about a settlement. Not with- 


on both sides to hush up things that are going | 


and not to 


wrong, trace the responsibility 
home, as it ought to be traced, and to make 
every man, if “he made a blunder, give an 


account for it.’ 
So it must be assumed that War Office 


reform was not then in the forefront 
of the Government programme ; that 
in promotion there was even then 


favouritism ; that there was not enough 


responsibility in our Departments; and | 


that we still needed when anything 
went wrong to be able to trace the 


responsibility and to secure that the 


man who failed should not be trusted 
again. But this was the whole indict- 
ment. The President of the Board of 


Agriculture had, in his opinion, stated 
the whole case; all that had been said 
by honest and candid critics of the 


Government might be summed up in| 


the words the 
Gentleman. 

Of course, if we had not a real Army 
we could not gain a real victory over the 
Boers ; 
Army we could not expect the best 
officers to come to the top; and if we 
had no War Office reform it would still 
goon in the same old stupid and slip- 
shod way. It seemed to him that it | 
was a time not for inquiry but for | 
action, but what the Opposition could 
do was not clear. Did they propose | 


used by 


to set up the block on Tower Hill, | thing, 


and the gibbet at Tyburn? Were they | 
going to prepare the genteel axe for | 
the Colonial Secretary and the vulgar | 
hemp for the Secretary of State for War ? | 
Not at all. 


right hon. | 


if we had favouritism in our | 


out doubt, yet with great generosity, 
did the country respond and confirm 
the Government in its position, and 
now, at the end of seventeen months, 
the end of the war was still as far off 
as ever, and the only settlement was 
the settlement of the Hotel Cecil on 
broader and wider foundations. The 
failure of the Government in that great 
contract was not denied, nor could be. 
It was only palliated and excused, and 
demands made for more patience. The 
patience of the country had indeed 
been marvellous and admirable. But 
patience had its limits, and if the 
Government presumed much _ longer 
on what Lord Roberts caled the 
admirable patience of the country, the 
day might come when they would meet 
a sudden and serious awakening. 

The Secretary of State for War did 
not seriously deny the grievous mistakes 
and failures of the past, but said he 
was ready to reform, and even to 
inquire, but not yet. He was like 
St. Augustine, who, in his Confessions, 


avowed that in his youth he was a 


sad sinner, who robbed orchards, whose 
conduct with regard to the ladies was 
far from exemplary, and who was always 
praying “O Lord, convert me—but 
not yet.” So said the right hon. 
Gentleman. He would amend every- 
but not yet. We must wait 
till the end of the war. But the 
country had a right to complain of 
present failures, and the complaints in 
the country were bitter. There was 


They knew they could not | not an omnibus top or a third class 


take the heads of the Government. | railw ay carriage but it rang with them. 
All they could look forward to was|(Cries of dissent.| But ‘it was so; if 
taking their places, and even before| hon. Gentlemen did not think so, ‘Tet 
they divided those there would have 
to be desperate struggles between right 
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them go to their own constituents 
and hear what they had to say. 


Z 








619 S. A. War— {COMMONS} General Observations. 620 


These complaints were very general,|a crisis of its fate. He had always 
and the reason was that it was felt that, been sensible of the sinister analogy 
there had been no means denied to the between this war, and that with the 
Government to bring the war to an, American colonies which ended go 
end in a less time than had occurred. | disastrously. In this war as in that, in 
The country had lavished untold millions | two and a half years almost to the day 
such as had never been heard of before,| we had seen a British General captured 
and armies in numbers never before! by the enemy, and if the analogy should 
dreamt of. The whole of that had | continue to hold good in another four 
been placed in the hands of the years this war might end in the same 
strongest Government of the time. The | way as that by the capture of another 
First Lord of the Treasury had said no| British General with a larger force, 
abler men could be found. That was|and our final expulsion for ever from 
true, because if they took the right | South Africa. He did not think it, he 
hon. Gentleman himself and the Secre-! would not believe it; but, unless the 
tary of State for the Colonies, the two| war were conducted with more ability 
great pillars of the Administration, they | and vigour than in the past, other disas- 
could only be described in the language | ters and reverses more grave than those 
of the connoisseur in porcelain, one as} yet experienced would come upon us, 
pute tendre and the other as piéte dure,| and our hold of South Africa would be 
which might be translated to mean | seriously imperilled. 


that the one was the soft ware and the | 


— P oat . the Govern-| *(7.42.) Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, 
ment. ad there ever been seen such W, R., Elland): There is only one subject 
a faithful majority - that which it /in connection with South Africa to which 
commanded? The Government had |-] shall draw attention this evening, and 
only been defeated twice this session, that is the execution of a number of 
and that scarcely counted, because on | so-called rebels at the Cape. There is 
both occasions _ this was due to the| jin my opinion great doubt and danger 
particular qualities of the President|in the course that is being pursued in 
of the Board of Trade, who on both ‘this respect. In the first place we have 
occasions was the nephew in charge. | q right to complain of the serious want 
There was no Opposition now, nor was of information on this subject. We have 
there likely to be in the future, either nothing but meagre censored telegrams; 
in the House or elsewhere. The Govern- /nothing authentic as to the composition 
ment had suppressed the Cape Parks- | of the Courts which try these cases; 
ment, and this Parliament would soon be _ nothing authentic as to the course of the 
rendered innocuous by the new rules. | trials and the defences set up. We only 
There was no Opposition, there was | have the pure record of sentences. The 
searcely a critic, and if there was one, | course which has been pursued by the 
- — the risk of being stabbed in the | Government hitherto—up to about a 

ack by a Lynn leaflet. The past was| month or so ago—was apparently not 








gone from our hand. Nothing could 
restore the millions spent and the 
precious lives wasted. But he said now, 
as he had said throughout, that the 
war must be seen through, though the 
horses cost much or even though it were 


necessary to change the Government and | 


replace the incapable by abler men. 
He trusted it would not come to that. 
The effect of this debate perhaps, possibly 
of this very speech, might lead the 
Government to see the error of its 
ways, and before it was too late to gird 
itself up for its great task in a way it 
had not done heretofore. It seemed to 
him the country had come almost to 


Mr Gibson Bowles. 


|to trouble themselves on the subject. 
It is perfectly true that there is now a 
large amount of information available 
which apparently is going to be placed 
before us. There was a debate in the 
House of Lords the other night in which 
the Lord Chancellor, in answer to Lord 
Spencer said— 

“T may say at once that if he had 
confined his interrogatories to the questions 
arising under sentences of death or penal 
servitude, the Government would have been 
glad to assist him by makinga Return on the 
subject. I may say that in a very recent 
period indeed a large number of documents, 
many of them, no doubt, of the nature the 
noble Earl asked for, has been received at the 
War Office. The weight of them is, I think, 
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half a hundredweight, and they certainly have 
not, as yet, been either perused or formulated.” 
[Debates, present Volume, page 137. ] 

I say that it is an extraordinary thing 
that for months this policy of the 
execution of individuals should have 
been permitted to go on in the Cape 
without this Government taking the 
trouble to have documents sent over 
here, and thoroughly perused and studied, 
at any rate, by themselves. They seem to 
be no more interested than if the cases 
were Of military drunkenness or of 
soldiers sleeping at their posts. What- 
ever may be the point of view of Mem- 
bers of this House, this question of the 
execution of men is a matter of high and 
important policy. I wish to speak of 
these matters—as far as it is possible to 
do so from what we know—with scrupu- 
lous care, reserving the right to alter 
opinions when the present almost im- 
penetrable veil is lifted, and the Govern- 
ment condescend to tell a democratic 
nition what is being done in its name. 


Is this policy a good policy? And, if 
itis a good policy, is it being carried out 


in a manner calculated to have the 
effect it is believed to be desirable it 
should have? We know something— 


just something—of the counts on which 
these trials take place. They are treason, 
arson, train-wrecking, and generally 
murder. In_ practically every case 
treason is one of the counts. even if it is 
not that on which the execution takes 
place. Now, if the execution is for 
murder, as it is said generally to be, 
it seems to me that the same law ought 
to be dealt out to Free Staters and 
Transvaalers as to rebels but apparently, 
although there is some obscurity in 
regard to it, almost the only 
people who are tried and executed for 
murder are rebels. You are executing 
these men for murder; the Colonial 
Secretary has said to-day it is almost 
invariably for the murder of blacks. I 
am afraid from the things we hear that 
it is the ease that blacks who fall into the 
hands of the Boers are generally shot, 
aud the argument is that by executing a 
certain number of those engaged on the 
side of the Boers you may stop what is 
alleged to be the universal practice of 
killing blacks by the Boers. It is done 
as an example and a threat. Now I 


would ask the House, if you mix up the, 
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charge of murder with other charges, 
such as treason, does not that take away 
a good deal of the impression you desire 
to create ? Is it not likely to give rise to 
a suspicion in the minds of the men 
against whom we are fighting, that, after 
all, what we are doing is to put some of 
our enemies out of the way ? They are 
tried by Military Courts, by the men 
against whom they have been fighting. 
It is as we know an unjust suspicion, but 
I say, by mixing the charge up with 
other charges of arson, train-wrecking, 
and, above all, treason, you create an 
entirely different impression from that 
which you desire. 

I want to put a wider aspect of the 
Question before the House. Some of 
these men are men of notorious gallantry 
and of exceptional prominence among 
the Dutech—men who are known over 
continents as having offered a brave 
and valiant defence of the principle 
for which they are fighting—men like 
Scheepers and Lotter. These men are 
heroes, at lezst to the Dutch. 


An Irish Memper: And to the whole 
world. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN: The point at 
issue for the moment is that these men 
are heroes, at least tothe Dutch. Before 
you begin killing national heroes you 
ought to be very certain indeed that you 
have convinced practically the whole of 
the people to which they belong that 
they are scoundrels and criminals. If 
you do not, you create national martyrs. 
Unfortunately it is true of human nature 
that in killing an enemy in cold blood, 
whatever the reason may be, there is a 
strangely indelible effect produced liable 
to be produced upon the minds of the 
nation to which that person belongs. 
Take two or three historical examples. 
Take that of Marshal Ney. Marshal Ney 
was a brave man, but he was one of the 
meanest and most unprincipled political 
shufflers and traitors. But those shots 
which were permitted by us in the garden 
of the Luxembourg made the French 
people forget all that; it is now only the 
historian who remembers it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Marshal Ney had 
not committed murder. 


Z2 “ 
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*Mr. TREVELYAN : That only makes 
it worse. Marshal Ney is now remem- 
bered simply as the brave and gallant 
man that he was, and all his faults are 
forgotten. Scotchmen will remember 
Wallace, and they will remember him 
through all the centuries We killed 
Wallace, and it was remembered with 
curses for centuries, and it is a sad 
memory still. Rebert Bruce committed 
a murder in a church. The great part 
of the people then living, even in that 
rough and rude age, thought that Bruce 
had committed a hideous and sacrilegious 
erime. If we had caught Bruce, the 
jingoes—and the jingoes in England in 
those days were worse than those of the 
present time—|‘‘ No ’’|—in their indigna- 
tion, and perhaps it would not have been 
unrighteous indignation—might have 
said, “ We must kill Robert Bruce for 
that murder.” But it would not have 
been policy. It might have led to a very 
different history for Scotland. When 
you are dealing with men in this national 
position, men who are heroes, you have 
to consider other things than the 
standards—the very likely right 
standards—you may have of crime. 

[ want to say only one word more. 
I hope the Government are not going 
to permit the execution of Kritzinger. 
I ask the House to listen, and the 
Government to pause if there yet lurks 
in their mind the intention to permit 
the execution. Here is a letter -vhich 
has been printed in the Yorkshire 
paper, from a young man whom I know, 
who is not a pro-Boer, but a vigorous 
patriot who has twice taken up arms to 
serve his country, and is now fighting in 
South Africa. He is not an undue 
sentimentalist; he is a man who was 
muddied weekly at the goals before 
he went to fight on the veldt. He saw 
Kritzinger after his capture, and here 
are a few lines from what he writes : 

‘He is a charming man to talk to; he is a 
very brave one into the bargain. He was en- 
gaged when captured in rescuing three of his 
men from a block-house. He says he does not 
think there will be any ill-feeling after the war, 
as the Boers recognise our free system of 
government. The Boers are tired and sick of 
the war, but, as he said himself, will fight on 
to the end. He said he did not believe in throw- 
ing up the sponge, and he says the British have 
behaved splendidly to their families.” 
This is what I want the House to note— 

‘*And his great ambition is to come to 
England some day.” + 
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Ido not say that the Government 
have not all along had the inten- 
tion of seeing that Kritzinger was 
not executed, but I ask them to con- 
sider this, and to see that it is not 
done. I ask them to make = allow- 
ances for faults, if faults there are, even 
if the Boers have a lower standard about 
the treatment of blacks than we have, 
and to consider whether it may not be 
policy in almost every case to let men of 
that sort live. (8.0) 


(8.35.) Mr. MARKHAM (Nottingham- 
shire, Mansfield): I think the attack 
which has been made this evening on 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition, by the Colonial Secre- 
tary, is one of the most uncalled-for 
attacks made in this House for many 
vears. We who sit on this side of the 
House have during the last two years 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty Members being found 
present — 


Mr. MARKHAM : These disgraceful 
attacks on hon. Members on this side of 
the House, which culminated tonight in 
an unfortunate scene, are part of a series 
of attacks in which hon. Members on this 
side, not only in the House but in the 
country, have been called traitors and 
pro-Boers. We, who have ventured to 
differ from the policy of the Government 
with reference to the war, have been 
branded as traitors. When we are told 
across the Table of the House by a 
responsible Minister that the Leader of the 
Opposition has been guilty of conniving at 
calumnies on the troops, without a shred 
of evidence being offered for the assertion, 
I think it is time that a protest should be 
made against such language being used in 
this House. It is a fact that if such 
language had not been employed by hon. 
Members opposite at the hustings, the 
result of the general election would have 
been different. Having, eighteen months 
ago, stated that the war was over, and 
misled the country by repeated assertions 
to that effect, they are still continuing to 
use the same disgraceful weapons against 
their political opponents as they did at the 
General Election, and I, for one, protest 
against calling hon. Members who do not 
agree with the policy of the Government 
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traitors and pro-Boers. I claim to be as 
good a citizen of this Empire as any hon. 
Member opposite, and I protest against 
the language used by hon. Members not 
only in this House, but also in the 
country. 


Now as to the prolongation of the 
war in South Africa, I wish to say a few 
words, more especially as to the causes 
which are likely to cause the war to drag 
on and on for an indefinite period. It is 
within the knowledge of the House that 
the Government have suppressed all Press 
agencies and all news not favourably 
disposed to themselves, and the only source 
of information which the people of South 
Africa have is that portion of the Press 
sanctioned by the Government. The 
Government have, at the same time, 
prohibited all political meetings, except 
those which are favourable to their policy. 
That is, indeed, a strange proceeding, and 
it is strange also that the Government 
should imagine that it is likely to cause 
contentment among the Dutch. The 
South African League is today writing 
again’ the Dutch in South Africa, and | 
shoulu like to give a few extracts in order 
to show the character of these writings, 
and to ask the House whether it is 
right that this kind of language should 
be used. If the Government are 
gong to fight for unconditional 
surrender to the bitter end, they must 
realise that to give such a license to the 
South African League is only caleulated to 
prolong the war. Before giving any 
extracts, | should like to quote the well- 
known saying of the South African 
League that the present state of affairs 
in South Africa is almost entirely due to 
its efforts. The paid secretary of the 
League is today in South Africa exercising 
the right of committing his political 
opponents to prison without any 
authority from the military authorities. 
The following are a few extracts from 
the writings of the South African League, 
and I would ask the House whether 
they are the kind of writings which is 
likely to bring about peace and good- 
will in South Africa which are so 
essential for the future of that country. 
I will take first the writings of Mr. John 
Stewart, who was correspondent for the 
Morning Post at one time, and was on 
theexecutive ofthe South African League, 
and in the employ of one of the largest 
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financial firms in South Africa. [The 
hon. Member read an extract from a 
speech by Mr. Stewart. | 

The present state of South Africa is 
almost entirely due to the South African 
League. But, Sir, there is a very serious 
question connected with this issue, and 
that is that inside this House and out of 
it and again tonight, we have heard time 
after time, from these benches more 
especially, that the information at our 
disposal and at the disposal of the 
country is so meagre and so scant that 
we are unable to form a proper opinion 
of what the state of affairs is. I know I] 
should not be in order in going at any 
length intothe manner in which informa: 
tion from South Africa has been sup- 
pressed, but Iam entitled to say that the 
wholesource of information which has been 
supplied to this House and the country 
by The Times, The Standard, The Daily 
7 leqrvaph, The Morning Post, Daily Mail 
and Daily Chronicle of today, but not the 
Daily News of today and other papers, 
has come from members of the South 
African League and from the employees 
of capitalists in South Africa. If IT am 
in order, but I am afraid I should not 
be, | could give the names of all the 
men who are employed by each of these 
papers in South Africa. 

dut there is a matter more important 
than that. The Press of this country to 
a great extent is responsible to the 
public of this country for the news they 
supply to the people of this country and 
to the Members of this House, because 
we are dependent for the news we receive 
onthe Press. It is a fact that the whole 
of the Press of this country get their 
news through the agents, servants and 
employees of the Chartered gang and 
of the members of the South African 
League of which Rhodes is president. | 
think that is a matter of reflection for the 
people of this country. The facts cannot 
be denied, but I make no charge against 
the honour of the Press. There is not a 
shadow of suspicion that they have put 
this information before the country 
knowing it was not true. They have 
taken every means to see that the informa- 
tion they supplied was true. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the 
hon. Member that he must connect this 
in some way with the Estimates, 
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Mr. MARKHAM: I was only dealing 
briefly, not at any length, with the 
position of this country and the oppor- 
tunity we have to form an opinion as to 
the prolongation of this war, and of the 
information upon which the House is 
forming its opinion. And [ ask your 
ruling upon this, am [in order in deal- 
ing with this ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. Member 
is in order in discussing the war, 
as the war is in the hands of the 
Government, but he cannot discuss the 
information supplied by the newspapers 
or the sources from which they derive 
their information. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Without in any 
way quarrelling with your ruling, Sir, I 
would say the censorship which prevents 
this news coming to this country is such 
that this House is absolutely in ignorance 
of the state of affairs in respect to which 
we in this House have to vote. 


* Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. Member 
would be in o der in discussing the 
censorship, but not the source of infor- 
nfation of the newspapers. 


Mr. MARKHAM: [am sorry I could 
not deal with that. because the facts 
which I should like to bring to the 
attention of the House do not come 
under that head. Iam sorry I am not 
able to give on this occasion the informa- 
tion which it is necessary the country 
should have. It may be asked why is it 
necessary to make a statement in this 
House? Why not make it outside? It is 
not possible that a Member of Parlia- 
ment, in the exercise of his duty, could, 
on a highly debatable question affecting 
great interests, go and make statements 
outside and make himself liable to a 
shower of bricks, whether his statements 
be true or not. As to the employment 
ot Kaffirs in South Africa, I asked the 
Secretary of State for War a Question on 
this matter some fortnight ago, and he 
gave me a fairly straight answer to my 
question, but he confused the issues by 
mixing up with it the words ‘camp 
followers.” I believe the right hon. 
Gentleman will not deny that in this 
war in South Africa we are employing 
Kaffirs not only in the blockhouses | 
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but as armed scouts, and that either the 
Government or the Chartered Company 
have employed a large body of these men. 
We have invaded the Transvaal in the 
north with a body of 400 Kaffirs and 
a limited number of white men. The 
right hon. Gentleman — shakes his 
head, but the information is supplied to 
me—and I am quite willing to place it 
before the right hon. Gentleman—by a 


gentleman who was an officer in the 
Royal Artillery. I ask the House to 


remember that when you talk of making 
Kaffirs equal, of giving equal rights to 
Kaffirs and white men, there is no 
equality between savages and white men, 
You have employed these men in South 
Africa against your foes, though you may 
deny it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. 
Gentlemen give me the name of the 
artillery officer?) [An Hon. Menper: 
In order that you may break him. | 


Mr. MARKHAM: As the right hon. 
Gentleman has challenged me, I will tell 
him ; the nameis Lieutenant Montmorency. 
Now | am told by an officer—I cannot in 
this case give the name of my informant 
—that not only are the Kaffirs employed 
on the blockkouse lines, but that when 
they have come into conflict with the 
3oers they have given no quarter. That 
is a very serious statement, but I am 
making it on the word of a British officer, 
and I have no doubt that that officer, who 
has now returned from the front—if the 
right hon. Gentleman asks him to supply 
that information—will give that informa- 
tion in writing. Yet we were told that 
this was to be a war between white man 
and white man, and that no Kaffirs would 
be employed. If you found you could 
not carry on this war without employing 
savages, you should have employed your 
trained. Army from India. This Empire 
stands or falls as an Empire together, and 
you cannot 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Would the hon. Member call the 
Indian troops savages ! 


never called the 
have been on 


and I 


Mr. MARKHAM: I 
Indian troops savages. I 
the north-west frontier of India, 
know what the Indian soldiers are. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I am sure the hon. 
Member does not remember what he says. 
What he said was, “If we were to em- 
ploy savages, why not employ the Indian 
Army !° 


Mr. MARKHAM: If I did so, Sir, 
and | believe the right hon, Gentleman is 
correct, | had not the slightest intention 
of drawing any comparison whatsoever 
between the two bodies of troops. I 
have had some experience myself on the 
north-west frontier of India, and I say 
our troops there are fit to fight 
not only with British troops, but 
against any troops in the world. | 
honour those men, and if I did in any 
way compare them with savages I can 
only regret that [ did so. 1 think I 
must say further I should have hardly 
made the comparison: if | had meant to 
say that, I should have said face savages 
with savages. 


What do we find on this subject 
in our early Parliamentary _ history ? 
In the middle of the eighteenth 
eentury, Lord Chatham said, re 
ferring to the employment of savages 
in the American War, ‘ Was this 
yonourable warfare?” Henext anim- 
adverted on the mode of carrying on the 
war, Which he said was the most bloody, 
barbarous and ferocious recorded in the 
annals of mankind, ‘‘ how we had sullied 
and tarnished the arms of Britain for 
ever by employing savages in our service. 
The horror he felt was so great that had 
it fallen to his lot to serve in an army 
Where such cruelty was permitted, he 
would sooner mutiny than serve withsuch 
barbarians. Such a mode of warfare, 
was, in his opinion, a contamination, a 
pollution of our national character.” In 
1781, the younger Pitt described the 
methods of the Government in carrying | 
on tie war as barbarous. He said 


“This war was conceived in injustice, it was | 
nartured and brought forth in folly, its foot- 
steps were marked with blood, slaughter, 
persecution and devastation. The mischief, 
however, recoiled on the unhappy peop'e of 
this country, who were made the instruments 
to effect the wicked purposes of its author.” 


Those were the statements of two 
great statesmen who could hardly | 
have been called pro-Americans, or, | 


it they lived to-day, pro- Boers. ‘They | 


{20 Marcu 1902} 


General Observations. 630 
used stronger language than has been 
used by the Leader of the Opposition, and 
yet across the floor of the House we are 
told tonight that the Leader of the 
Opposition has been guilty of the most 
disgraceful calumnies against the troops, 
our soldiers in South Africa, and against 
the honour of this country. Would you 
say that of Lord Chatham or the younger 
Pitt ? 


Now as to the policy of unconditional 
surrender. | protest against that policy, 
and have protested against it for the 
last eighteen months, and | have been 
called a traitor in consequence. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth has called attention to- 
night to the recent statement of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty that we must 
conciliate these people, and that the only 
way to conciliate them was not totry. Is 
that our policy, or is it not? I do not 
think that is the policy of the Secretary of 
State for War, and | do not think he 
would rise in his place and say that that 
was the policy of the Government. It 
would be indeed a strange method of 
welding and wedding the two parts 
together. It would a new departure in 
British Colonial policy. This Empire is 
welded together by the affection and 
esteem of the people living in its various 
parts. It is not to be welded by the 
sword. If you intend to weld South 
Africa by the sword, and if you are 
going to hold South Africa or any other 
portion of the Colonial Empire by that 
process, I shall be very surprised if you 
sueceed, In Punch of yesterday we saw a 
very reasonable cartoon in which the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland was riding a 
horse and John Bull was saying ** Ride 
him on the snaffle.” The right hon. 
Gentleman when he rides on Empire 
would do better if he rode him in that 
way instead of on the curb as he is at 


| present doing. 


To crown all the follies of this 
Government, not content with keeping 
alive the racial strife and taking no 
steps to keep it under control, you 
have issued this proclamation of banish- 
ment, against which, in August last, we 
protested as being likely to prolong the 

yar. These men, whether you believe 
they will be a benefit or an evil to South 
Africa. have the confidence and respect 
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of their fellow-countrymen, and by this | 


policy you will keep alive the strife at 
present going on. You could not goa 
better way to work, not only not to end 
the war, but to fan the flame, than 
by this stupid and crass policy of 
banishing the leaders of the people. 
What should we say if this country 
had been invaded by a_ continental 
Power, and the leiders of the Govern- 
ment sitting on the Front Bench 
opposite were banished by the invader ? 
The policy is so ridiculous, shortsighted, 
and contemptible, that it is indeed in- 
credible that it should be put forward by 
men representing His Majesty in this 
House as being likely to tend to bring 
the war to a conclusion. ‘The policy of 
Lord Milner isthe policy the Government 
have adopted. They place the responsi- 
bility on Lord Milner ; Lord Milner takes 
it, and he must aecept the responsibility 
behind which His Majesty’s Ministers 
shelter themselves. But I do protest 
against the representative of His Majesty 
the King, when he makes partisan 
speeches at Johannesburg, calling any 
section of Members of this House or of 
the people outside pro-Boers, and using 
language of that description. We leave 
such language in this House to the 
Colonial Secretary. It is not for His 
Majesty's representative, who is carry- 
ing out and giving this policy to the 
Government, to make partisan speeches 
at Johannesburg Whatever his own 
opinions may be, we, who see that his 
policy is likely to cause not only the pro- 
longation of the war, but also misery in 
the future gevernment of South Africa, 
are referred to by the Colonial Secretary 
as ‘ill-bred curs, barking at his heels.” 
That was a responsible M nister of His 
Majesty’s Government ! 

Then I should like to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the sum here 
concerned includes charges in connection 


with the Beira Boating Company. The 
right hon. Gentleman has had some 


correspondence with the Chartered Com- 
any in reference to charges made by the 
Beira Boating Company for the discharge 
of horses. It is ineredible, but a fact, 
that the Government have sanctioned the 
payment during the past year of charges 
by the Beira Boating Company of no less 
than £2 for every horse landed at Beira. 
The right 
Mr. Markham. 


{COMMONS} 


hon. Gentleman protested | 
| 
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against these charges to the Chartered 
Company, but whether or not the 
Chartered Company gave way to his pro- 
tests | am not aware. But I do know 
that the Beira Boating Company have 
refused to give way. How :many thou- 
sands or tens of thousands of pounds 
these worthy patriots have taken out of 
His Majesty's Treasury for landing 
horses Ido not know. A few years ago 
I took some horses up irom Delagoa 
Bay to Beira for the purposes of a 
shooting expedition, but in these days 
there were no boating charges whatever; 
the horses were swum ashore. The 
Government, however, have though fit 
to pay these enormous sums to the 
Beira Boating Company, and I would 
like to ask the Secretary of State how 
much has been paid to these worthy 
patriots, the shareholders in’ which 
company have been the chief supporters 
of the Government in their policy con- 
cerning the war. 

I desire to refer next to the old Meat 
Contract. The Secretary of State for 
War and other Ministers have time aiter 
time got up and taken credit to them- 
selves for the great work they have done 
in transporting warlike and 
material to South Africa. It is quite 
clear that it could have been much more 
cheaply and better done by Messrs, 
Cook, or any like trading association. 
The right hon. Gentleman has always 
said that the responsibility of his Depart- 
ment in London ceased when the stores 
arrived at Cape Town. It is a f 


stores 


fact, 
however, that to another of the worthy 
patriots who have been shouting and 
crying for the rights of the Uitlanders, 
Mr. Weil, or the Brothers Weil, who 
enjoyed in 1885 the hospitality of one of 
the Free State prisons, you have given 
the right to commandeer wagons, and 
they have commandeered them right 
and left throughout South Africa, at 30s. 
per day for a wagon, a span of oxen, and 
the gear, and then His Majesty’s 
Government have taken these wagons 
at a profit of from 15s. to £1 each per 
day. Is that true or is it not? The 
right hon. Gentleman must be aware 
whether or not it is a fact. 


An Hon. Member: May I ask the hon. 
Member what he means by Messrs. Weil 
commandeering ? 
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Mr. MARKHAM: Messrs. Weil had 
the right to commandeer, and they did 
commandeer with the sanction and ap- 
proval of the military authorities in 
South Africa, oxen, wagons, and gear, 
from Dutch farmers. 


An Hon. Member: Without payment ? 


Mr. MARKHAM: At the payment, 
as | have said, of 50s. per span of 
oxen, wagon, and gear, per day. What 
common-sense is there in giving to an 
outsider the right to commandeer ! 
Js it likely that menof the type of Mr. 
Weil, of Weil Brothers, one of the 
agitators against the Dutch, will have 
that conciliation which is necessary when 
going into Dutch farms and comman- 
deering oxen and wagons? | say it is 
monstrous that the Government should 
sanction such a proceeding ‘Then we 
have another prominent member of the 
loyalist gang, and that is Mr. Logan. He 
has a contract—I do not know whether 
itis with His Majesty’s Government, | 
do not know whom it is with—in South 
Africa which allows him to charge rates 
for provisions to the troops which, | am 
told bya friend of mine who has recently 
returned, an officer in His Majesty's 
Army, are 200 or 300 per cent. above 
market prices. I asked a Question on 
this matter recently, but the Government 
did not know anything about it. Is that 
the type of gentleman who is feeding and 
fattening on this war? I could give any 
number of these seandals, but I will 
mention only one or two more. We have 
Mr. Charles Leonard, of “ liberty-loving 
manifesto”? fame, who is no doubt will 
known to Members of this House as the 
man who wrote the manifesto of the 
tights and liberties and freedom of the 
British subjects and of the downtrodden 
and oppressed Uitlanders. With the ex- 
ception of the Messrs. Farrar, all this gang 
who were agitating and doing their best 
to sow discord in South Africa and bring 
about this war, cleared out of the country 


as soon as the war commenced. I am 
talking of the leaders of the gang. Mr. 


Charles Leonard has made a vast fortune 


out of cold storage. I should have 
thought the leaders of this worthy 


Movement, if it was a movement 
Worthy of note, would have remained at 
home and fought for the cause of justice 
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and freedom. Then we are told by 
prominent members of this same gang— 
1 use the word “gang ” because it is the 
word always used by The Times and other 
journals which are opposed to the Boers 
and to the cause, whatever that cause 
may be, which we on this side ot the 
House represent. [Ministerial cheers.| I 
did not say that we represent the Boer 
cause; we do not represent it; we re- 
present the cause of justice and ireedom, 
which you do and have done your best 
under the guise of patriotism to exploit, 
and which you have exploited for all it 
is worth, and to which many of you owe 
your seats in Parliament. 


{t is not surprising to find that 
individuals among our old friends the 
Chartered gang have actually been job- 
bing in horses in South Africa—not on 
behalf of the British South Africa Com- 
pany, but on their own behalf, in con- 
nection with Messrs. Weil, selling horses 
to the Imperial Yeomanry, and those 
that they could not sell to the Imperial 
Yeomanry, selling to the British South 
Africa Company, for which, of course, 
His Majesty’s Government had to pay. 
I challenge the right hon. Gentleman to 
say whether between February 12th and 
March Ist large payments have not heen 
made to financial firms in South Africa, 
on account of horses which they had 
hought and resold to His Majesty's Gov 
ernment. Lalso challenge him to disclose 
the names of the people to whom that 
money has been paid. I will give him all 
the correspondence if he likes ; it is not 
for me to give the information, it is for 
him to supply it to the House. 


Then the Colonial Secretary said to- 
pight that His Majesty’s Government 
were entitled to appoint any capitalist 
that they thought fit, when such capitalist 
or his representative was connected with 
or had a knowledge of the state of affairs 
in South Africa. I assent to that, but 
what I say is this, that His Majesty's 
Government have no right to give any 
appointments, be they on Gold Commis 
sions or not, to any individuals in South 
Africa who have in His Majesty's Courts 
there been found guilty of fraud. I say 
you have given appointments to firms in 
South Africa and on Commissions, who 
the firms themselves, not the individuals 

have been found guilty of fraud in 
the courts of South Africa. I am quite 
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aware that neither the Colonial Secre- 
tary nor hon. Members on that side of 
the House know what the past history ‘of 
South Africa has been. I refer to the 
inner working during the last fifteen 
years. but I protest against the policy of 
the Colonial Secretary in making these 
appointments when any member of any 
firm has been found guilty of fraud in a 
court of justice. 


The right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary said that a register 
of mining claims had been carried 
through by Mr. —— ; or, I think that 
was said by the Leader of the Opposition. 
{Ministerial laughter.} But what the 
Leader of the Opposition said is perfectly 
eerrect, while what the Colonial Secretary 
said is incorrect. It is a fact that the 
Gold Commission now at Johannesburg 
had nothing to do with the making up of 
this register in any shape or form. It is 
most extraordinary. ‘Titles of mining 
properties have been challenged to have 
been in many cases fraudulently obtained. 
There is a book published only a few 
weeks ago by the gentleman who intro- 
duced and passed the first mining law in 
South Africa, Mr. Wilson, in which he 
makes the public statement that many of 
these titles have been acquired by fraud 


and have been registered by fraud. Yet, 
in the middle of the war, you allow 


gentlemen in the employment of certain 
interested firms, to turn all these registers 
over, and to reconstruct these registers, 
while all the Uitlanders are away, except 
the people that they, the capitalists, like 
to send out to Johannesburg. Nothing 
more monstrous can be conceived than 
proceedings of this kind. 

In conclusion, [ can only repeat that if 
His Majesty’s Government persist in this 
policy of unconditional surrender, and 
carry that policy to its logical conclusion, 


you will lose South Africa. Indeed, I 
am not at all certain whether today 
you have not lost South Africa. 


It is very easy to say when the war is 
over we are all going to settle down. 
I am perfectly confident that if His 
Majesty's Government persist in this 
policy, not only will it result in the 
prolongation of the war, but it will end 
in disaster to South Africa. You have 
carried on this war, according to what 
Lord Chatham laid down, with methods 
of barbarism, and | am content to rely 
upon that authority. You have carried 


Mr. Markham. 


{COMMONS} 
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on this war not for the benefit of South 
Africa, but in the interests of a stock- 
jobbing crowd of German Jew financiers 
at Johannesburg. 


*(9.30.) Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somerset- 
shire, N.): I should like to say a few words 
with regard to the question of martial 
law in South Africa. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite said that the 
feeling in South Africa with regard to 
martial law was very strong. It so 
happens that at the latter end of the 
year 1900 it was my duty to put in 
force the provisions of martial law ina 
large district in Cape Colony. | had 
to put in force the proclamation and 
carry out the orders I had received, and 
I may say from my own experience and 
responsibility, that the carrying out of 
martial Jaw in my district inflicted no 
hardship whatever upon any loyal sub- 
ject. Martial law came _ into force 
in the Colony at three different times. 
It was enforced in the north, north- 
east, in the central districts, and 
later on in Cape Town, at Port 
Elizabeth and East London, but in no 
case have I heard of any loyal subject 
complaining of any inconvenience. It 
is absurd to say that there was no 
inconvenience, because the orders had to 
be carried out, and of necessity a certain 
amount of inconvenience was incurred. 
This martial law which was put in 
force in the district where I was stationed 
was not applied until continuous applica- 
tions had been made to the authorities at 
Cape Town that it might be put into 
operation. Loyal subjects petitioned re- 
peatedly, stating that they were being 
denied advantages which were granted in 
other parts of the country by the applica- 
tion of martial law. Undoubtedly martial 
law could have been altogether dispensed 
with had it not been for the action of those 
who now so much resented being called 
rebels. These men have all along received 
the advantages attaching to subjects 
of the Crown and they not only received 
those advantages, but during that time 
they were in communication with the 
enemy, assisting them to prolong the 
war. Hon. Gentlemen opposite repeatedly 
state that their object is to bring this war 
to a conclusion as soon as possible, but 
when the necessary steps are taken to 
accomplish this they at once cry out 
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that they are cruel and unnecessary. | 
The right hon. Gentleman referred to 


martial law in Cape Colony, and he was 
cheered for mentioning some of the 
subjects which formed part of the pro- 
damation. Under the administration of 
martial law, clothing, saddlery, hay, and 
other things were not stolen, but paid for, 
and it was necessary to take these things 
in order to prevent them being taken by 
the enemy. There was no hardship in 
that. 


The removal of suspicious persons was 
also necessary. You cannot carry on war 
in the same way as you can carry on 
operations at Aldershot. The reporting 
of stispicious persons and keeping them 
under careful watch was an absolute 
necessity. The right hon. Gentleman 
says they were taken to Bloemfontein 
and other places without being told what 
their crime was. It was not necessary to 
tell them because they knew perfectly 
well. With regard to the suppression of 
the mischievous Press, certain newspapers 
were suppressed and their publications 
seized and burned, and this was absolutely 
necessary. Many of those newspapers 

some of them published in England 
contained very little else except a repro- 
duction of those very speeches made in 
England, and which I know have caused 
the greatest trouble in South Africa. 
The speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition filled column 
after column in those newspapers. — [AN 
Hox. Member: “ Why not?”] Has the 
hon. Member who interrupts with that 
remark ever been out there to see the 
consequences of those speeches. They 
and their families have not sustained 
losses in South Africa, but they are the 
men who cheer and jeer at these things. 
hen there is the rendering illegal the 


Wearing of uniforms by persons not 
serving with Colonial or Imperial 
troops, which was also an absolute 


necessity. The taking of all horses was 
necessary, but even these were not taken 
trom loyalsubjects. With regard to martial 
law, although I cannot say what has been 
the practice in other parts of the country, 
I know that in some parts of Cape Colony 
the sentences under martial law were 
inflicted ky the Civil Commissioners, who 
were accustomed to all sorts of courts 
and the administration’ of law, and the 
fines were imposed — by them 


throughout the Colony. Possibly 
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the House might be told that the com- 
pulsory purchase of the horses was a 
hardship, but it was nevertheless an abso- 
lute necessity. These proclamations con- 
tained orders simply to meet cases that 
were proved to be a necessity, and the 
taking in of horses in some places did 
at times create a hardship. In the large 
district which I was responsible for, the 
horses were taken in no case from those 
who were loyal subjects. I have read in 
some papers that the loyal subjects were 
deprived of their horses and were con- 
sequently deprived of the means of 
tilling their farms, and in conse- 
quence were turned into rebels; but 
that is absolutely untrue. 

I rose to speak upon a subject ot 
which I have had some personal experi- 
ence, and I should like to refer to what 
was said by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. He 
spoke jeeringly of the large number of 
men we have along the lines of com- 
munication as compared with the few 
men which the enemy have in the field. 
Does he really intend to so misinform 
the public as to say that a number of 
men is all that is necessary to meet these 
few brave men in battles? It is not so. 
I believe hon. Members do not realise 
what the work of the bulk of our 
soldiers is. Nearly every atom of the pro- 
visions for our army is brought from 
home, a distance of 5,000 miles by sea. 
It is afterwards conveyed over a railway 
only 2 ft. 6 in. broad in gauge. and it 
is a railway vulnerable throughout on 
account of culverts and bridges, and the 
mileage is as great as from London to 
Constantinople and nearly all the way 
back again. Itis on these lines of com- 
munication that our soldiers are serving, 
and I am sure they would all willingly 
exchange this for more active duty. I 
can speak for my own regiment, who have 
honestly and fearlessly carried out their 
arduous duties. I wil! not further stand 
between the House and the conclusion 
of this debate, and I only intervened 
because I thought it was hard that many 
hon. Members should use such reckless 
statements which are liable to mislead 
the people outside the House. 


(9.40.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs): The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who has just sat down, in 


his vindication of martial law which he 
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has been administering in Cape Colony, 
has uttered one sentence which to my 
mind is the most complete condemnation 
of the system which I have ever heard 
of. He said it was unnecessary to tell 
the accused persons what the charge 
was because they knew already. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN: I said deported 
persons. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The principle 
of English law is that every man is 
assumed to be innocent until he is 
proved guilty. Martial law says that not 
only is a suspected person assumed to be 
guilty, but he is so guilty that he is 
sentenced before he heard the 
charge. 


has 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN: This matter was 
spoken of by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, who 
stated that men were deported to Mag- 
ersfontein and other places, and were 
not even told the reason for their de- 
portation. I do not say that they were 
not informed, but, if they were not. they 
knew perfectly well. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not 
think the hon. Member has mended 
matters. Ilere are people deported and 
exiled and sent away hundreds of miles 
and practically transported, without 
knowing what the charge against them 
is, and it is assumed, without any charge 
being made, that they are guilty. That 
is a proceeding absolutely unheard of, 
and it shows what is going on when the 
Gentleman who was administrating 
martial jaw administers it upon prin- 
ciples of that kind. The hon. and gallant 
Member in the course of his experiences 
in South Africa came across columns of 
speeches of my right hon. friend the 
Lrader of the Opposition, and he has 
cone to the conclusion that they were 
exceedingly mischievous and that they 
encouraged the Boers in the field. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN: They have cost 
hundreds of lives. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I ask the 
hon. Member whether in the course of 
his examination he has seen a speech by 
the Prime Minister which stated that 

Mr. Lloyd- George. 


{COMMONS} 
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for generations the Boers would be de. 
prived of self-government, and that they 
would not obtain a shred of independence, 
Has the hon. Member made an estimate 
of the number of lives lost in conse. 
quence of that speech, which is calculated 
to encourage the Boers to resistance, an 
insane declaration which no Member of 
the front bench has endorsed, and which 
they could not repudiate because it was 
made by the Prime Minister. In the 
course of this debate, complaints have 
been made of the absenee of information 
upon military matters, and we have had 
challenges by the Colonial Secretary to 
produce any instances in which informa- 
tion has been withheld. My right hon. 
friend the Member for the Forest of Dean 
gave two or three instances, and I gave 
several about a fortnight ago, but I will 
give two or three more now. ‘Take for 
instance the capture of the convoy at a 
place called Melmoth. That was at the 
end of September last or the beginning 
of October. It was reported in the 
papers, and not a word was said in the 
despatches about it. Take the instance 
of the capture of two convoys recently 
in Cape Colony, of which one was re- 
ported and the other was not; and vet 
one of the leading Unionist papers said 
that the result of the capture of these 
two convoys has been the disarrange 
ment of the plan of campaign on the 
western frontier of Cape Colony. 

Take the great fight at Brakenlaagte. 
In this instance it was some time betore 
we knew that the guns had been 
captured, and the first news of this 
came through Reuter’s agency. Although 
it was known that two companies of the 
East Kent regiment surrendered, it is not 
reported in any telegram which came 
from Lord Kitchener and it is not in his 
despatch. Why has that been suppressed ! 
Let me give another case—and it is 
a rather more typical one. About a 
month ago Lord Kitchener reported the 
capture of three waggons, thirty horses, 


and 200 oxen from one district, and 
in the same district a fortnight later 


a huge convoy was captured by the 
enemy. but we have heard nothing of 
the number of waggons, horses and rifles 
captured by the enemy upon that oe 
casion, to say nothing of the huge 
quantities of ammunition which must 
have been in the convoy. Is that not 
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withholding information from the House ? 
There are cases of captures and sur 
renders of burghers, a large proportion 
of whom we now know are boys and 
decrepit old men. Captures of twelve 
and fifteen are reported regularly by 
ford Kitchener. The other day the 
ommandant of the Boer forces in the 
jorth of the Transvaal, by some ruse, 
managed to secure 150 burghers from 
the camp at Pietersburg. As we are 
depending upon a policy of attrition, 
surely it is important that an accession 
of 150 men to the Boers should be re- 
ported. It never came from Lord 
Kitchener that this had happened, 
ithough it was published by all the 
news agencies, and weeks and weeks 
aterwards the right hon. Gentleman, in 
answer to a Question, admitted that 150 
prisoners were released on that occasion ; 
therefore Lord Kitchener announced a 
capture of fifteen, but withheld the 
information of the loss of 150 prisoners. 


The Colonial Secretary’s speech was 
itseli a condemnation of the policy of 
suppression. What did he say tonight ? 
The first thing he admitted was the 
very thing which was denied by the right 
hon. Gentleman in the Question | put to 
him «a week ago. Lasked the Secretary 
of State for War if the men captured on 
that occasion were fighting burghers, 
and he said they were. The Colonial 
Secretary said tonight that they were 
not, and that some 800 of those burghers 
were boys and decrepit old men. I do 
not mean to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman was telling me something 
which he knew to be untrue. I know 
he was on the horns of a dilemma, but 
lsay that he was either withholding 
information from the House or else he 
was not aware of the fact which it was 
necessary to know in order to arrive at 
the strength of the enemy. Let me 
refer to another item of information which 
was given by the Colonial Secretary. 
He said there were 3,000 or 4,000 rebels 
in Cape Colony. Some time ago when 
the Secretary of State for War was asked 
how many rebels there were in the Cape 


he at once put on his official and defiant | 


manner, and said the War Office were 
not going to give that kind of informa- 
tion because it was mischievous. To- 
night the Colonial Secretary has given 
the information which the Secretary 


{20 Marcu 1902} 


General Observations. 642 
for War denied tous. Is not that with- 
holding information from the House ! 
The words of the Colonial Secretary were 
that there were 3,000 or 4,000. Did he 
confine himself to the number of rebels 
known to have come from the Cape ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Colonial Secre- 
tary’s observation is right. He said that 
the figures 10,000 referred to the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal, and that 
the 3,000 or 4,000, which was a rough 
figure, referred to the number of persons 
fighting against us in Cape Colony, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Anyhow, that 
is information which was withheld from 
us. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentleman 
is making a variety of charges against us 
which he cannot substantiate. He asked 
specifically the number of rebels on some 
occasion he mentioned, and I said IT was 
not prepared to give the number of rebels. 
The Colonial Secretary mentioned the 
number of persons in arms in Cape 
Colony. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I accept the 
explanation of the, right hon. Gentleman, 
but let me point out another incon- 
sistency. General French said in the 
last report which we have that there 
were only 1,800, and since then they 
have discovered that there are 3,000 or 
4,000. Is it the case that the number of 
rebels has increased? Has there been an 
increase of rebels as the result of the 
executions which have taken place? Has 
no information reached the Government 
of fresh raids from the Orange River 
Colony ? These facts are withheld from 
us. We have got a little more informa- 
tion tonight, and gradually we will get 
to know a little more. I submit to the 
House that it is of the greatest possible 
importance that the public should know 
the real state of things in South Africa. 
It is impossible to judge as to the ques- 
tion of settlement and the question of 
peace until we know the facts. 

The right hon. Gentleman said the other 
| day that whatever the expense and what- 
ever the difficulties the public will see it 
through. Let him tell the public the 
facts. It all depends upon what 
“seeing it through” means. According to 
| Lord Rosebery, he also is prepared to see 
|it through, but his idea of seeing it 
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through is that it should be by a 
peaceable compact between the parties. 
Surely the military situation and the 
position of things at the Cape and 
in the two Republics is very relevant 
to the consideration of the kind of 
compact into which you are prepared 
to enter. The Colonial Secretary to- 
night had some remarkable figures. 
He said he was prepared to defend 
all the estimates of the past. Well, 
he would defend anything. He is prepared 
to defend the fact that we have annihilated 
the Boers three times over, and still he has 
proved tonight that there are 9,000 still 
left. According to Lord Milner, in 
November last there were 8,000 in the 
field, and although we have since been 
wiping them out by the thousand, there 
are still 9,000. Really these estimates 
are extraordinary. The numbers grow 
the more you deduct from them. 
Encourage the Boers! There are no 
Boers to encourage, and it makes no 
difference what speeches you deliver. It 
is simply a phantom army. But the 
figures of the Colonial Secretary are just 
like the rest of his speech. He said that 
since the speech of the Secretary of State 
for War there were 5,800 captured, of 
whom 800 were boys or old men, and that 
if you deducted that number from the 
original 14,000 there were 9,000 left. 
But surely the men who were killed 
cannot be still in the field. © What 
about the killed who ought to be de- 
ducted? But amid so many inaccura- 
cies, that is a mere trifle to the Colonial 
Secretary. 

Sir, I say that the military — situa- 
tion is very relevant when considering 
terms. In our case we are fighting for an 
interest very largely. When you settle a 
dispute which involves interests, you must 
take expenditure and difficulties into 
account. It would be a different thing if 
you were fighting for freedom and inde- 
pendence; you have, then, no right to 
take into account cost and difficulty. It 
was really the case of a lord of the 
manor evicting a squatter on the fringe 
of his estate. For the lord of the manor 
it was simply a question of that par- 
ticular croft. He was entitled to take 
the squatter into Court, and he could 
carry the case on appeal to the House of 
Lords. But even then he was not done 
with the squatter. He was difficult to 
deal with. There was no question of 
sentiment involved except 

Mr, Lloyd-Georges 
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pride of the lord of the manor was such 
that he did not like to be beaten. That 
was not the case with the squatter. He 
and his ancestors had been there from 
time immemorial, and he was tighting 
for his home, and mere expense was a 
perfectly secondary consideration to him, 
Well, that is really the position here, 
We see here a squatter on the fringe of 
our Empire. He is very troublesome, he 
poaches and destroys our game, and is a 
great nuisance, and we have determined 
to evict him. You are bound in a case of 
that kind to take one thing, and one 
thing only, into consideration, and that 
is the question of expense—the question 
whether it is worth while from the 
business point of view of interest. There 
is no real substantial point of sentiment 
which ought to enter into it at all, and 
that is why [I say that the military 
position is essential to the consideration 
of terms. Take the negotiations which 
took place twelve months ago. What 
did they go upon partly? Lord Kitchener 
said, ‘‘We will give you money to re- 
build ; we will give you money to pay 
your debts, and we will give you an 
advisory council, which you yourselves 
shall elect.” The Colonial Secretary said, 
“No, preposterous! The. gift may 
amount to £2,000,000. No, we will not 
give it, but we will take into considera- 
tion whether we wili lend you certain 
sums of money.” On the question of the 
advisory council he would have nothing to 
do with it. The negotiations broke down. 
These are the elements that came into 
account. Remember that you are dealing 
with farmers. What did the Spectator say ! 
Iam simply quoting the Spectator because 
it is a fair embodiment of the intelligence 
of the war party in this country. 
To have it on your Table is almost as 
good as a decree. After the negotiations 
broke down the Spectutor said it was— 

‘* Better that we should go on for another 
two or three months and spend even another 
£20,000,000 in order to force unconditional 
surrender.” 

Eleven months have elapsed since then, 
and we have now got estimates for 
another nine months. Instead of 
£20,000,000 we are contemplating an 
expenditure of £120,000,000 from the 
time the Spectator published that article. 
Now, I ask whether the intelligent 
gentleman who wrote that article would 
not have modified his views as to the 
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terms to be given if he had known as 
much as the Government knows at the 
present moment of the military situation. 

What is the military situation ? We are 
really not getting the facts. I have 
ealled attention to all those estimates as 
to the duration of the war. 1 do not 
retend to any military knowledge at 
all. I simply criticise from the facts 
which appear in the newspapers, and it 
always seems to me that the Government 
yill not take into account the real diffi- 
culties. I recollect the Colonial Secre- 
tary getting up in July last and saying 
that after consultation with his military 
advisers in the Transvaal he had come 
to the conclusion that a considerable 
number of troops would return to this 
country in September last. By the way, 
that was the second estimate for that 
financial year. Some of us got up and 
pointed out and gave reasons why we 
thought that estimate was too sanguine, 
and we were laughed at. One of the 
most amusing things, if I could talk of 
amusement in connection with so painful 
a controversy, is the scorn which the 
men whose forecasts of the situation 
have ludicrously failed hear the opinions 
which are expressed by those whose 
prognostications have been verified by the 
event. Then we come to the estimate 
of this year. A fortnight ago we hada 
discussion, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man met all our suggestions with scorn. 
He said 

“Ina very few months we think we can re- 
duce the number of troops.” 
[An Hon. Member: Hear, _hear.| 
There is an hon. Member of that opinion 
still. I think the fact worth recording, 
for it will be so interesting when the few 
months are up. I wonder whether the 
Secretary of State for War thinks so, 
because immediately after that statement 
came the news of a great disaster. What 
was his answer to our criticism of the 
estimates? He drew a contrast between 
our Generals andi Napoleon, greatly to 
the disadvantage of the latter. ‘That 
was the answer he gave to our criticism 
of the estimates. The estimates of the 
Government have failed times without 
number, and unless | am mistaken— 
and nobody abhors this horrible blood- 
shed more than I do—they will break 
down again. There is one notable fact 
in connection with these forecasts of the 
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Government, and I ask the attention of 
the House to this. Up to the present 
year we have had no estimate from the 
Government which contemplated the 
duration of the war beyond four months 
from the time the estimate was made, 
but this year—the third year of the 
war—the estimate is for a period of nine 
months, which runs into the fourth 
year of the war. The truth of the situa- 
tion is at last dawning upon the Govern- 
ment. [I wonder whether they have 
followed the prophecies of the corre- 
spondents at the front. Until recently 
we never had a single forecast that the 
war would last beyond a few weeks. 
Then it became a few months, and now 
there is not a single correspondent who 
contemplates the conclusion of the war 
within two years. |Laughter.] Ido not 
know that that is a matter of laughter. 


Why this change in the attitude of 
the correspondents at the front and of 
His Majesty’s Government? I will give 
one or two reasons. I ask the House for 
a moment to consider that we are now at 
the end of the summer’s campaign in 
Africa. Let the Government contrast 
the present summer's campaign with 
that of last summer, and say whether 
we are really making progress. Let the 
House not forget that last summer's 
campaign was the one to which the hon. 


and gallant Member for the Isle of Wight 


referred when he said he thought that at 
the beginning of last year the Boers had 
a chance of winning. In the campaign 
of 1901, Prinsloo surrendered with 4,000 
or 5,000 men, De Wet’s artillery were 
captured, Delarey’s whole artillery were 
captured by Babbington almost this day 
twelve months. Reitz said that the 
Boers had no ammunition, and that they 
were contemplating some last fina! 
throw. That was at the end of the 
summer of last year. The Cape had sent 
very few recruits, the invasion was 
failing, and so confident was Lord 
Kitchener with regard to the situation, 
that he wrote almost twelve months ago 
that the troops should be commencing 
to return home in July. Even in July, 
although that estimate had failed, you 
were still sanguine, and you said that a 
very considerable number would be 
restored to their homes in September. 
What is the position now? The Boers 
who were then, short of ammunition 
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have captured enormous quantities. I 
have asked military men who know, 
and they say that they cannot have 
captured less than 3,000,000 rounds of 
ammunition. There were then 204,000 
troops in Africa, there were now 240,000 
white troops and there are 30,000 natives 
armed. There are 10,000 admitted to 


be armed in the district of Sir 
Gordon Sprigg. They are scouts. 
That is the one thing that needs 


intelligence and courage, and you trans- 
fer that department of fighting to 
niggers in South Africa. In the summer 
campaign of last year we had two con- 
siderable reverses. What is the position 
in this summer’s campaign, eighteen 
months after the “termination ”’ of the 
war? Months and months after Lord 
Kitchener said it would be over we have 
had six reverses of considerable magni- 
tude in the course of this summer's 
campaign. What a fuss was made about 
Majuba. It made such an impression 
upon the military mind that Lord 
Roberts and Lord Kitchener think it 
adds to the glory of a drive or a defeat 
of the enemy the mere fact that it 
happens on Majuba Day—over twenty 
years after that little affair. But during 


this war we have been defeated in 
eighteen battles in which we have 
sustained greater damage than we 


suffered at Majuba. 


sin CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): And the pro-Boers are pleased 
at it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Mr. Speaker, 
I do not know whether I am in order, 
but I say that is a perfectly insolent 
remark. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It was an interrup- 
tion that seemed to be aimed at the hon. 
Member himself, and in that case it was 
a disorderly one. [Cries of “ With- 
draw.” ] 


Sir CHARLES CAYZER: I did not 
mean the interruption to be a personal 
one. [ made it against the pro-Boers, who, 
i consider, are traitors to their country. 
[Opposition cries of “ Withdraw” and 
Ministerial cheers.] 

Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
says he did not make the observation 
against any Member of this House. 
That is sufficient. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I think it is 


a very horrible charge to make— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): | 
rise to order, Sir. You have ruled that, 
if the hon. Gentleman withdraws the te- 
mark as applied to any Member of this 
House, that is sufficient. I beg to call 
your attention to the fact that the hon, 
Member has not done so. 


*Mr. “SPEAKER: I understood the 
hon. Member to do so. 


str CHARLES CAYZER: I did not 
make the remark, Sir, with reference to 
any Member of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
states that he did not make the remark 
with reference to any Member of the 
House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I very much 
regret that the hon. Member should 
have thought it necessary to bring so 
horrible a charge against any person in 
the country. I cannot conceive a more 
horrible charge than that a number of 
Britishers rejoiced in the maiming and 
mutilation of a number of their country- 
men. 


Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
It was cheered the other night. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE ; Did I cheer 
it? 


Mr. PLUMMER: No, the Irishmen 
did. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Mr.:Speaker, 
| the charge to which the hon. Member 
has referred was a charge that Mem- 
bers of this House had gloried in the 
destruction of life and mutilation of 
_Englishmen in South Africa, and the 
hon. Member opposite has said that the 
Trish Members in this House had ex- 
pressed pleasure at such things. I want 
,to ask you, Sir, whether that is in 
| order. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
said that the Irish Members cheered the 
maiming and mutilation of men in 
South Africa, that is not in order; but 
that the Irish Members did cheer when a 
defeat was announced in this House is 
notorious. I did not understand that 
the hon. Member’s observation had re- 
ference to maiming and mutilation. If 
he meant that, he must withdraw his re- 
mark. 


Mr. PLUMMER: All I said, Sir, and 
all I meant to say, was—and it is an 
admitted fact—that the Irish Members 
in this House did cheer the announce- 
ment of a British defeat. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not 
what you said. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must suggest to 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House, more particularly at the present 
moment to those on my right, because 
they are listening to a speech from the 
other side, that these interruptions are 
of an irritating nature, and are contrary 
to order, and may lead to disorder. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will take 
no further notice of the interruption. 
I think we are entitled to know what 
are the facts of the situation. Surely 
a great nation like this has got sut- 
ficient courage to face the truth. 
Delarey ended his campaign in 1901 
without a single gun; he ended his 
recent campaign with more guns than 
he hac had at any time. Again, ten 
thousand natives are employed at the 
Cape, the blockhouses are garrisoned 
very largely by natives, and native 
scouts are also employed. There is at 
the present moment not far short of 
280,000 men, white and coloured, under 
arms on the British side in South 
Africa. How does that compare with 
a year ago? When all these epithets 
have been hurled at us, 
are justified in saying we have not 
got the facts from the Ministry. There 
must be some reason for all this. The 
country cannot realise how it is, with 
all these reductions in the number of 
men, all these captures of munitions of 
war, that this thing is not at an end. 


VOL. CV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


{20 Marcu 1902} 


I think we| 


General Observations. 650 
The country ought to know the whole 
truth, and it would then be in a position 
to judge what the situation is. The 
Government has given us another esti- 
mate which is more than twice as long 
as any estimate previously given us. 
What assurance have we that this latest 
estimate is more likely to represent the 
real facts of the case than previous 
estimates ? 


South Africa has been a land of sur- 
prises. War is never a question of 
mathematical certainty, but South Africa 
especially has beena land of surprises. Let 
me give two or three illustrations of the 
surprises we have had in this war; and 
I would ask if the right hon. Gentle- 
man is certain that we are at the end 
of them. Take the Reitz letter of the 
10th of May. There was then no am- 
munition and no guns. Eleven months 
later there is abundance of ammunition, 
and instead of the war being over, as 
everybody predicted it would be when 
that letter was published, in two or three 
months, we have had to increase our 
troops by 50,000 or 60,000 men, and 
eleven months afterwards an estimate 
is placed on the Table of the House 
which contemplates the duration of the 
war for another nine months; that is 
twenty months after the Reitz letter. 

Let me give another illustration. The 
Dutch did not rise when their own 
relatives and kinsmen were victorious, 
when they practically had South Africa 
at their feet, because our troops were 
not out ; and this country came to the 
conclusion that if they did not rise then, 
they surely would not rise when the 
fortunes of their friends was at a low 
ebb. What has been the result? It is 
all very well for the Colonial Secretary 
to say that there are only a few recruits 
from Cape Colony. I prefer the 
statement of the Governor of the 
Cape himself upon this point. 
According to Sir Walter Hely-Hutchin- 
son, 11,000 have joined the Boers, leaving 
out of account seven districts from which 
he could not get returns, because they 
were in the hands of the enemy. There 
were several districts in which the Boers 
| got no recruits at all on their first inva- 
‘sion. Sir Walter Hely-Hutchinson has 
put down 1,500 recruits from these 
districts at the present moment. Is not 
that a surprise? Again, after two and a 
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occupation of more territory in South 


Africa than they were at the beginning | 


of the war. [An Hon. Member laughed. | 
ihe noble Lord may laugh, I do not com- 
plain. Laughter is a perfectly fair 
interruption, if it excites the risibilities 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite. Let me 
give my reasons for that statement. A 
mup has recently been published in The 
I would not rely entirely on The 
Lines, but I will take that map. There 
it is admitted that the whole of the north 
of the Transvaal is in the hands of the 
Boers and not penetrated ; portions of 
the Orange River Colony are regarded 
us being intheir hands also, as well as 
the whole of the West of Cape Colony. 
What does Sir Walter Hely-Hutchinson 
say! He says that 156,000 square miles 
are more or less in the occupation of the 
enemy. That is more than half the 
Colony. Lf we put 350,000 square miles 
for the north of the Transvaal, add on 
the portions of the Orange River Colony 
and Cape Colony in the oecupation of 
the Boers, it will be found that the 
Boers have more territory today in South 
Africa than when the war began. [An 
Hon. Member: What is the population 7] 
If it was a question of population, the 
thing would heve been settled long ago. 
The total Boer population was only 
150,000 according to Mr Fitzpatrick, the 
gentleman who wrote the brief for the 
war. That is the position of things now. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman sure that 
surprises are at an end? Sir Gordon 
Sprigg made a very remarkable state- 
ment in a speech which he thought as 
good as a despatch and which embodied 
his views. When he was invited to give 
his views he said “ Read my speech,” and 
it is embodied in the Blue Book. Sir 
Gordon Sprigg said that there are 114,000 
Boers in Cape Colony between the ages of 
18 and 50, and that more than half of 
them are rebellious. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman certain that he is not going 
to drve th into actual rebellion by 
his martial law % 


"ye x 
Letts 


Let me put another possibility to him. 
A question was put to me by an hon. 
Member opposiie as to the population of 
these huge districts. The population, , 
according to the Governor’s report, of the | 
156,000 square miles is 56,000 white men | 
outside the towns. He did not give the | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. | 
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population of the towns because perhaps 
they are largely British. OnSir Gordon 
Sprigg’s basis that means that there are 
14,000 men between the ages of 
18 and 50, practically and en- 
tirely under the control of the Boers, 
and The Times correspondent says that 
they have started a new republic, that 
they are practically governing that part 
of the country, that they have harvested 
it, and have carried the stores to the 
mountains. That is the position now after 
three years of war. Let me put another 
possibilityin thisland ofsurprises. We have 
employed and have armed about 30,000 
or 40,000 natives. Sir Gordon Sprigg 
admitted that he had armed 10,000 
natives in Cape Colony. [Mr. Broprick 
dissented.| ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
cannot have read the Blue-book issued 
by the Colonial Office, It is clear that 
the information of the Colonial Office 
did not quite tally with that of the War 
Office. ‘Lhere are, however, 3,000 armed 
natives employed as town guards, and 
7,000 armed natives in the: field, and 
even in War Office arithmetic, the total 
must be 10,000. Is he perfectly certain 
that the Boers will not play the same 
game? Let me put this to the right hon. 
Gentleman. We have cleared the 
country, the women and children are 
out of the way, and the Boers have 
nothing to fear from arming the natives. 
It is said that the natives in a dispute 
of this kind will side with the British 
against the Boers. Have they done so in 
Swaziland? Did not the natives join 
with the Boers there in driving us cut! 
There is another point. The Boers can- 
not pay 2s. 6d. a day to the natives, bur a 


prospect of loot is on their side at the 
present moment. Looting of Boer cattle 
is at an end. A native joining the 


Boers will now have a better chance of 
loot than on the other side, and loot is a 
much greater inducement to human 
nature than regular pay. If any hon. 
Member doubts that, let him consider 
the working of the Stock Exchange Is 
not that a possibility which hon. Members 
are forgetting ? 

Let me just sum up what i con- 
sider the main features of the present 
military situation. The summer 
campaign has ended worse than last 
year’s summer campaign. It has left the 
Boers strong in ammunition and in the 
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fighting qualities of their men. That is | the Colonial Secretary. When the 40,000 
admitted by Lord Milner. They have | prisoners come back, how many shall we 


done things that, from the military 
pont of view, they would not have 
dared to do three years ago, and they 
have a prospect of an unlimited number 
of recruits from the Cape. All these 
things are bound to be taken into 
consideration when we come to consider 
the question of settlemnt and the terms 
we are to give. We may wear the Boers 
down, but there is one thing which the 
campaign in Cape Colony has proved, 
and that is that a very small body of the 
enemy can employ a very large body of 
our troops. Take this troubles:me 
gentleman Fouché. We have been told 
he has only a few hundred men, and 
w2 have the best General in the British 
Army attending to him, the 
one invariable — successful British 
general in the war. For months 
and months, General French has been 
utterly unable to dislodged Fouche. 
He has been driven out of the Midlands, 
but back he comes. When The Times 
map was published the Midlands were 
shown as completely cleared ; a day or 
two afterwards, Fouché came down and 
captured a supply train in that very 
district. He has only a few hundred 
men, and yet for fourteen months 30.000 
or 40,000 British troops has been attend- 
ing to him, and nothing has come of it. 
When considering the duration of the 
var, these are things we must take into 
account. What is the use of giving a 
four, five, or nine months estimate? 
The right hon. Gentleman knows very 
well that these are only tentative esti- 
mates. He has got to take into account 
the words of Sir Gordon Sprigg— 

“The war will not be ended till the Jast 
man is killed or captured, and the last cartridge 
fired.” 

When we consider what has been done, 
we ought to take all these matters into 
consideration. What are we fighting for ? 
We are told, for equal rights for all white 
men inthe Transvaal. Lerd Salisbury, 
who stated he had some information in 
November which showed the whole 
thing was coming to an end, said we 
were fighting for security. How is he 
going to get the security without a 
Government with whom to make the 
settlement ? It needs 270,000 men to 


keep under 20,060, or 9,000 according to 


| want to keep them under ? 


You cannot 
keep arms out of the country now. 1h 
Times correspondent mentioned the cap- 
ture of a Cape cart carrying ammunition 


'to Delarey which had clearly been im- 


ported into the country, and if we can- 
not keep arms out of the land how are 
we going to control it? How many 
rifles have been surrendered? Less than 
half of the number of men accounted 


for. Where then is your security ? The 
moment we are in_ difficulties, the 
moment we are embarrassed with a 


foreign nation, and there is a serious 
war, these men will take their oppor- 
tunity. Can we then send out 250,000 
men to reconquer the country? There 
will be an end of that security then. It 
is a new form of terminable security. Is 
there no greater security in dealing witha 
settled and responsible Government than 
in dealing with 40,000 irresponsible 
individuals? You will want hundreds 
of officials to govern this country, and 
I doubt whether the Empire can pro- 
duce 500 discreet officials. You are 
bound to get a few ill-informed, tactless, 
and hostile—I am not sure we have not 
got them now in high positions—with a 
faculty for treading on every corn the 
Dutchmen have, and then there is a 
scrimmage, a quarrel, if not bloodshed, 
and the whole thing is precipitated. That 
is the security. It depends on the 
wisdom of every officer you send out for 
years tocome. But if you had a respon- 
sible Government you would then have a 
responsible administration who would 
know; and those who blundered would 
be held responsible for the horrors of 
war. ‘The war will have taught wisdom 
to both sides. We shall have no more 
ultimatums on the Boer side, and I do 
not believe we shall have any more 
Highbury picnic speeches on our side. 





We are told that the terms we favour 
are absolute surrender to the Boers; that 
is nonsense. Taking the very outside, 
we have gone to war to establish 
equal rights. Does anybody doubt 
that we could get them at the present 
moment? Is it an absolute surrender 
to get what you went to war for? 
It is evident we could have control of 
the foreign relations. The Boers 
are willing to give us the control of 
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foreign relations, an equal franchise, 
and an indemnity. The terms imposed on 
France by Germany were considered 
humiliating; what if they had proposed 
these terms? The terms we propose to 
the Boers are unconditional surrender, 
and the terms they offer us are un- 
paralleled in their generosity. What 
are the terms we offer to the Boers? A 
British Government, a British Execu- 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I admit that. 


Mr. BRODRICK: That speech has 
been of so provocative a character that | 
believe only respect for the Chair enabled 
Members to sit through it. But the 
picture which the hon. Member drew of 
the difficulties of our forces in South 
Africa, and the contrast with the Boers, 


| was so grotesque that I cannot allow it 


tive, and the British language to be the | 


official language, the Boer language to 
be tolerated. Suppose we got toa war 
with Germany; that there was an in- 
vasion of this country; that the 
country was annexed. [An Hon. Mem- 


BER: Who declared the war?] What) 


a stupidly irrelevant question. 
me put the case. A German Govern- 
ment 


Let | 


is appointed; German judges, | 


the German language become official. | 


[An Hox. Member: Is the German 
Emperor sovereign of this country ? | 
teally, Mr. Speaker, I sometimes 
think he is, trom the way 
Government behaves. Where is the 
suzerainty of the Orange Free State ? 
That State was as independent as Great 
Britain is at the present moment. The 
only difference is that we are a great 
Power and they are a small one. Does 
that make any difference at all in the 
inherent justice of the war? Have you 
the right to be unjust to a man _ because 
he is poor and weak and insignificant? 
Every honest man would say you should 


the | 


treat him with more generosity. There is | 


an unpleasant flavour of Panama about 
this. The shareholders have been gulled 
by false statements from time to time as 
to the wealth that will await them, and 
as to the cost of the enterprise. We were 
told the whole thing would be finished, 
the whole job through, and the directors 
were re-elected on that statement. Who 
is guilty of the falsehood I know not, but 
one hing I do know, and that is that the 
men who profit by it sit on the Govern- 
ment Bench. 


(10.45.) Mr. BRODRICK : The House 
has listened to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman with a consideration, and I 
will say with a generosity, under much 
provocation, which would not, I venture 
to say, be extended to him by any other 
assemb y in the country. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


to go to the Press tomorrow without 
entering my protest against it. I protest 
also against the insinuation, which went 
through the whole of his speech, that the 
Government were deliberately concealing 
disasters in order to hoodwink the people 
of the country. [An Hon. MemBrr: It 
is true, though.] The hon. Member for 
Carnarvon seems to be disappointed that 
he has not got more disasters to gloat 
over. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is not 
true. 
Mr. BRODRICK: That spirit ran 


throughout the whole of his argument. 
Allow me tosay that the hon. Member for 
his own purposes endeavoured to magnify 
every petty skirmish into a disaster to 
the British forces. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Which skir- 
mish ? Name one single skirmish which 
I magnified into a disaster. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My point is 
that the hon. Member exaggerated every 
case of the capture of a few wagons by 
the enemy into a defeat, and that he 
charged the Government, when they did 


not publish such matters, with 
deliberately concealing information. 


Then, Sir, | was saying that the hon. 
Gentleman from the first to the last was 
magnifying every incident of the kind, 
in order to prove that the whole of the 
summer campaign had resulted in favour 
of the Boers and against his own country. 
He mentioned with satisfaction the in- 


creased number of the enemy in Cape 
Colony ; he stated with intense emphasis 





the large area which is not yet cleared 
of the enemy, he gloated over the recital 
as he mentioned one after another the 
successes which have beenaehievedagainst 
our troops, entirely forgetting that during 


the course of the summer operations. 
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between 5,000 and 6,000 Boers have 
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been placed hors de combat. We have seen | 


tonight the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, the Leader of the Opposition, 
standing in a white sheet and protesting 
that, in spite of all evidences to the 
contrary in his previous speeches, he 
had the honour and the interests of the 
country at heart as well as those who 
spoke most loudly. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Why do you call that a white sheet ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Because it was 
obviously drawn out by the fact that 
what earlier in the week was intended as 
a vote of censure on the Government 
resolved itself into a vote of censure on 
the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman does not understand 
what it is besides his own speeches which 
yives rise to such false interpretations of 
his motives. Let him refer to such 
speeches, then, as that of his friend and 
supporter the hon. Member fer Carnarvon 
Joroughs. Then he will understand why 
the country regards him as the right hon. 
Gentleman of a party whose actions are 
actively helping the enemy in the field. 
If the right hon. Gentleman wishes to 
know how his action is viewed by a large 
number of people in this country, I 
would refer him to the description given 
by Southey of the Opposition at the time 
of the Peninsular War. He will find 
these words, which I think are applicable 
to the present situation— 

“The Opposition consisted of heterogeneous 
and discordant materials. From the beginning 
of the war, through all its stages, they had 
uniformly taken part against their country. 
Consistent in this and nothing else, they had 
always sided with the enemy, pleading his 
cause, palliating his crimes—[‘‘ Oh !”]—ex- 
tolling his wisdom, magnifying his power, 
vilifying and accusing their own Government, 
and depreciating its resources.” 

And Southey adds— 

‘In future ages it will be thought a strange 
ani almost incredible anomaly in politics that 
there should have existed in the Legislature of 
avy country a regular party, organised and 
acknowledged as such, whose systematic course 
of conduct, if it had been intended to bring 
about the fulfilment of their own prophecies, 
could not have been more exactly adapted to 
the object.” 

It is necessary for me at this hour of 
the evening to touch on only two of the 
points which have been raised in the 
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debate, and the first is the employment 
of Kaffirs. I am not going to apologise 
for the employment of Kaffirs in the 
operations to the extent which I have 
already told the House they are employed. 
The hon. Member who spoke last desires 
that our forces should be impeded in 
their operations by the non-employment 
of Kaffirs, either as camp followers— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I never said 


so. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Then may I ask 
the hon. Member this question—How is 
it that he devoted so large a portion of 
his speech, as also did the hon. Member 
for the Mansfield division, to vilifying 
the Government, and incidentally, of 
course, our generals in thefield ! [Oppo- 
sition cries of “No.”| It is very con- 
venient for hon. Gentlemen to assume 
that the Government have forced upon 
the generals the employment of Maftir 
camp followers and attendants and horse 
drivers and wagon leaders, whom the 
generals would rather not have used. 
But we cannot profess that it is done 
against the wish of those who are con- 
ducting our operations. It is done be- 
vause they think it absolutely necessary 
for the enormous transport that they 
should have the use of natives in order 
to supply our troops. But the question 
is, dothe Boers not employ natives to drive 
cattle? Do the Boers not have horses 
driven by natives? Have the Boers no 
armed natives ; and, still more, have not 
the Boers undertaken to shoot every native 
that they find, armed or unarmed? Are 
we, under these circumstances, to let 
these men, who are absolutely necessary 
for the purpose I have named, stand 
there in cold blood to be shot, as they 
have been shot, not in ones and twos, but 
in numbers that come to scores in the 
course of the war, by the Boers? The 
hon. Member mentioned 30,000 as the 
number of armed Kaffirs employed by us. 
I cannot accept that number. If he had 
given me notice that he was going to 
raise the question, I would have given 
any figures that I could. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will put the 


Question down. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: But, as far as my 
information goes, he has enormously over- 
stated the number of Kaffirs whom it has 
been necessary to provide with arms. 


The hon. Member spoke also of 
muzzling the Press in this country. | 
repudiate the suggestion. We are bound 
to take care that words transmitted 
from South Africa are not sent to the 
detriment of our own forces. I am not 
going, for the sake of being interesting 
to the hon. Member and his associates, 
to be the means of making a present te 
the Boers of every incident in the war 
which might give them encouragement 


and satisfaction. [“Oh.”] Every en- 
gagement which has not been a mere 


skirmish has been reported by Lord 
.itchener, and every report from Lord 
Kitchener of an engagement has been 


published in this country. We have 
concealed nothing. because we have 
nothing to conceal. There have been, 


and there must be in a war ranging 
over so immense a territory, occasional 
reverses and mistakes. The wonder is 
that in the course of this summer, when 
so many columns have been operating, 
there have not been more of them. 
But [ repudiate the suggestion, which is 
made as if it were an attack on the 
Government, whereas it is really a sneer 
at our own troops. It is nothing else, 
because it is not the Government which 
sends out a convoy guarded by 600 men 
and finds it attacked by 1,600 Boers. 
That is an action which must be taken 
by the men on the spot. It is because 
hon. Members wish to vilify the acts of 
their own compatriots — [Opposition 
cries of “No” and * Withdraw ”’| that 
they continually quote the number of 
240,000 men on the one side and ask 
why they have not been good enough 
for 8,000 or 10,000 Boers on the other 


side. 


After the speech of my right hon. 
friend I do not think it would have been 
necessary for any one on this Bench to 
rise except for one reason. I think it is 
highly desirable that before we part it 
should be understood that the course of 
the war as represented from those 
Benches tonight is not accurate, and 
that the country will not gain a proper 
impression if they are guided by it. It 
is true that the war has been prolonged. | 
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{in Hon. Member: You cannot deny 
that.] I was severely taken to task in 
December, 1900, because I warned 
the House of Commons that the war, 
under the circumstances of guerilla war- 
fure, would be probably prolonged and 
would probably cause an enormous 
strain on our resources. The result of 
the conduct of the war during the last 
few months has been this. The main 
resistance in the Orange River Colony 
has been broken down: the forces of 
De Wet have been scattered in every 
direction. [**How often?’’] In Cape 
Colony, although these areas have not 
been altogether cleared of the Boers, we 
have arrived at a system which is rather 
in the nature of police than military 
operations. Considerable advantage has 
been gained over General Louis Botha’s 
commandos by General Bruce Hamilton, 
There has been a great improvement 
both in the Orange River Colony and in 
the Eastern Transvaal. It is quite true 
that in the last few weeks we have had 
great activity on the part of the best of 
the Boer leaders, but the general course 
of events has been to denude the enemy 
of their organisation, of their numbers, 
and of their supplies out of all proportion 
to what could have been expected, 
considering the reduction that had 
already been made, and the far smaller 
numbers with which we consequently 
have to deal. I think that so far from 
showing ourselves to be impatient, and 
attacking what is going on in South 
Africa, and, therefore, incidentally reflect- 
ing on those who are serving us in the 
field with a devotion which I do not think 
can be exaggerated—making those long 
treks—many of the columns _ having 
scarcely had any rest during the whele of 
the summer—instead of doing that, I 
think this House will not do badly tonight, 
before it separates, to realise that great 
progress has been made. There is as full 
a determination in South Africa to make 
the best of the resources given to our 
generals as there is in the Government 
that nothing we can give to the generals 
shall be wanting. I think that instead of 
talking about endless trouble in the 
future, as hon. Members have done, we 
shall do well to look at other countries 
where the force of our arms has first 


extended our Empire, at the success and 


peaceful character of that Empire, which: 
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it is the belief of his Majesty’s Government 
will, when the present troubles are over, 
be reproduced throughout South Africa. 


SITUATION IN CHINA—GENERAL 
OBSERVATIONS. 

*(11.4.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York- 
shire, W.R., Barnsley): The question of 
South Africa is one of great importance, 
but we have also important interests in 
the Far East, and Ido not think that 
in considering the Consolidated Fund 
Bill, No 1, it is unsuitable that I should 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs for some statement as to 
he present situation in China. Early 
last year we were told bythe Under 
Secretary of State that His Majesty's 
Government had assurances from the 
Russian Government that their occupa- 
tion of Manchuria was of a purely tem- 
porary character, and that although a 
guarantee was expected by them that 
upon their withdrawal the disturbances 
should not break out again, yet that 
guarantee would not take the form ol 
an acquisition of territory or of a virtual 
or actual protectorate in Manchuria. | 
should be glad if the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs can give us tonight any 
further information in regard to this 
particular point. It will be within the 
memory of the House that the Russians 
assumed the military and civil adminis- 
tration of Newchwang and __ that 
they still oceupy and control that 
port, through which the British nation 
does £3,000,000 sterling a year in trade. 
It is the only treaty port in Manchuria, 
and with regard to that we had in Feb- 
ruary last a statement from the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs that— 

“In respect to Newchwang His Majesty’s 
Government have received assurances at least 
equal to those which have heen given us in 
respect to the province of South Manehuria. 
We understand that the Russians are prepared 
to restore Newchwang at the end of their oe- 
cupation precisely to its former condition.” 

It would be satisfactory to know that 
negotiations are now proceeding for hand- 
ing over Newchwang to the Chinese. 
Then, as the House knows, there is the 
question of the Shan-hai-kwan and New- 
chwang Railway, which was also taken 
possession of by Russia. The net earnings 
of this railway are part of the security 
held by the British bondholders, and it is 
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therefore of importance that the Chinese 
Government should receive back the 
railway, and the British bondholders 
should have restored to them the net 
earnings of the line. I should also like 
to hear something from the noble Lord as 
to the objection raised by Russia to the 
connecting of that railway with the city 
and port of Newchwang itself. It is 
difficult to understand what right a for- 
eigr Power has to dictate to the Chinese 
Government in this manner, and prevent 
them from doing what they consider 
desirable in extension of tneir rail- 
way system. | hope the noble Lord 
will be able to confirm the report that 
his Majesty’s Government have pro- 
posed the appointment of Commissioners 
to consider the claim of Russia to the 
land at Tientsin, which is the property 
of the Northern Chinese Railway Com- 
pany. 1 advoeate the transfer back to 
the Chinese authorities of ‘lientsin and 
Newchwang, and also the Shan-hai-kwan 
Railway. 

There is also another important ques- 
tion which has arisen recently, and that is 
the action of the Legation ladies in 
Peking. It is well known to the House 
that the Dowager Empress is almost 
wholly responsible for the massacres 
which took place during the recent crisis. 
not only of men and women but ot 
many little children, and I say that it 
reflects no credit up on the Peking Lega- 
tion ladies that they should feel it con- 
sistent with their duty to accept 
invitations to tea and presents of 
jewels for themselves and their children 
from the Dowager Empress. | 
believe that this kow-towing hy 
the Legation ladies to the Dowager 
Empress will do much to detract 
from any effect that has been pro- 
duced on the Chinese mind by the 
military operations in that country, and 
to prevent the reform of the Adminis- 
tration. Such practices ought to be 
strongly discountenanced. 

As to Wei-Hai-Wei, I have always 
held that, while we debar ourselves from 
connecting it with the Hinteriand 
behind it, that port is a mere white 
elephant. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said on the 29th of April, 
1898— 

“T am convinced (referring to Wei-Hai-W ei) 
that in any case, it must be, if naval compli- 
cations should take place in the northern 
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importance to this country. 

“The real secret, of course, of the move of 
1898 was contained in the famous telegram : 
‘Russia has taken Port Arthur, We want 
compensation. Take Wei-Hai-Wei.’ ” 


The acquisition of Wei-Hai-Wei was 
announced with a great flourish of 
trumpets, as a sort of counterpoise 
to Port Arthur, and because it was 
thought it would give courage to the 
Chinese Government at Peking. Lord 
Salisbury, referring to Wei-Hai-Wei at a 
Primrose League gathering, 


said— 


“T have asked you to judge by results, and | 


I say that the possession of Wei-Hai-Wei, 


which we could defend, in place of Port | 


Arthur, which we could not, is in itself a great 
result. ” 


What about the situation today, when 
we are told that, strategically considered, 
we Ought not to undertake the defence 
of Wei-Hai-Wei at all? I hold the same 
opinion which I have always held, and it 
is that it would have been infinitely better 
if we were to hand back Wei-Hai-Wei to 
China, and acquire a secondary naval base 
at the mouth of the Yang-tsze River, where 
our interests predominate. I should be 
glad if the Under Secretary could hold 
out any hope in this direction. 


As to the position of affairs of 
the great Yang-tsze Valley, originally 
supposed to be a special sphere of 
British influence, we made two 
agreements. ‘There was the Anglo-Russian 
agreement, under which Russia was to 
have priority of right in the matter 
of railway construction north of the 
Great Wall of China, whilst she accorded 
to us similar priority of right in the 
Yang-tsze Valley. Then came the Anglo- 
German understanding, under which the 
Germans were accorded priority of right 
in Shan-tung and other districts, and 
Germany on her part agreed that 
Britishers should be accorded similar 
priority in the Yang-tsze Valley. Then 
came what the Germans call the 
Yang-tsze Valley agreement, but which | 
we know as the Anglo-German 
agreement. That was entered into) 
in order to maintain the territorial | 
integrity of China and equal oppor- | 
tunities for the trade of all nations. | 
The objects were excellent, but, | 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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China seas, a secondary naval base of infinite unfortunately, 


after | 
speaking upon the situation in China, | 
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the German inter. 
pretation of that agreement has been 
| very different from our own, and she 
{has always held and indicated in the 
| negotiations that she did not contemplate 
‘that Manchuria was included within the 


scope of the agreement. 


The Anglo-German Agreement ac- 
corded t Russia the exclusive right of 
making railways north of the Great Wall, 

_and accorded to Germany in Shan-tung 
the confirmation of existing treaty rights 
which were based, so far as Germany is 
concerned, upon the treaty ofthe 6th of 
‘June, 1898. Article 4 in that agree. 
|ment, Count Von Biilow said, was the 
basis of their position in China. That 
Article stipulates that— 


“Tf at any time the Chinese should form 
| schemes for the development of Shan-tung, for 
the execution of which it is necessary to 
obtain foreign capital, the Chinese Govern- 
ment, or whatever Chinese are interested, 
shall, in the first instance, apply to German 
capitalists ; also before approaching the manu- 
facturers of any other Power application must 
‘ first be made to German manfacturers for the 
necessary machinery and materials, and the 
Chinese shall only be permitted to obtain 
money and materials from sources other than 
German, after German capitalists and manu- 
facturers have declined to undertake the 
business.” 


What position does this leave us in! 
We, a great manufacturing nation, are 
told in this Article that whereas Germany 
has been professing the creed of the 
open door, German manufacturers are 
to be given a preference. I ask, have 
we the open door in any sense under 
the clause which [I have read? It 
simply states that in any enterprise in 
that region German manufacturers 
must have the first right to supply the 
materials, and it is‘only when they do not 
see their way to undertake the business 
that British manufacturers will have a 
look in at all. That is a most unfortun- 
ate position, having regard to the im- 
portance of our commercial interests, for 
us to occupy as regards that great 


| province of Shan-tung, with its popula- 


tion of 30,000,000. Naturally the 
German capitalists will take the cream 
of the enterprises, and we shall only get 
the skimmed milk. 

Then there is also the very important 
question as to the Yang-tsze Valley and 
as to exactly how we stand there in 
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regard to Germany. Germany has dis-| and protected. 
|of the House that there 


closed that she claims this extraordinary | 
exclusive and preferential right in the | 
province of Shan-tung. 
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It is within the memory 
have been 
repeated attacks by pirates, even upon 
For 


claims that the Anglo-German Agree-| the protection of our commerce in the 


ment secures to German commerce and 


| present emergency there should be an 


shipping free entry into the Yang-tsze | adequate number of British gunboats in 
River, and that it asserts equal economic | Cantonese waters and patrolling the West 
rights for Germany in the Yang-tsze | River. 


Valley. What becomes, then, of our | 
daim of priority of right in railway con- | 
.struction in the Yang-tsze Valley which | 
we have always been led to understand | 
was set up and maintained under the | 
several agreements concluded between us 
and Russia, and between this country 
and Germany? Germany considers that 
it is necessary to have a garrison at 
Shanghai on account of the importance 
of that place as a base for Germany. 
is difficult to understand exactly what 

they mean by this. I think, however, | 
that what [ have said indicates that our 
commercial interests in the Yang-tsze 
Valley are threatened in a way and toa 
degree that we did not anticipate. What 
is our position in regard to China as a 
whole? We do not desire any preferen- 
tial right as regards the commerce of that 
great Empire, but we desire that all 
nations should have an equal oppor- 
tunity. If Russia and Germany are to 
have preferential rights in their own 
spheres, then I think we ought to claim 
to have a difference made in the Yang- 
tsze Valley in our favour in the matter 
of railway construction, whilst at the 
same time we seek to maintain the open 
door of commerce generally throughout 
the whole Empire of China. 


Another matter to which Ishould like to 
call the attention of the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs is the question of | 
this somewhat serious rebellion which | 
has arisen in Southern China. With 
regard to Hong Kong, with the 
hinterland of Kwang-Tung and the 
adjoining Yang-tsze valley there has 
arisen in these provinces a somewhat 
serious rebellion, the end of which, or 
the extent of which, we do not yet 
know, but I trust the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs will be able 
to assure us tonight that by the effective 
patrol of the West River by a sufficient 
number of His Majesty's gunboats 
British interests in that important 
region are being sufficiently safeguarded 


Another important matter under con- 
sideration in China is the revision of 
the commercial treaty. I rejoice to know 


| that we have representing this country a 


man of great business capacity and ex- 
perience in Sir James Mackay to nego- 


'tiate for the revision of that particular 





treaty. Iam glad to gather from the 


It | noble Lord in his answer to one or two 


questions, that in return for the increase 
in the import duty into China, His 
Majesty’s Government are fully alive to 


securing the total abolition of likin, so 


that the payment of the import duty 
shall free goods altogether, no matter what 
part of China they go to. Again there 
is a question which, I am sure, the 
Under Secretary has by no means lost 
sight of, and that is the extreme 
importance of having the inland water 
ways of China completely open to trade. 
There is one point I should like the 
Under Secretary to note which is not 
receiving attention, and that is the 
question of taking care that under 
the new treaty the same _ increased 
import duty shall be put on all goods, 
whether passed over the land frontiers 
of China or entered by sea. At the 
present moment both Russia and France 
have their goods which are passed over 
the land frontiers admitted at two thirds 
the rate of duty which is charged on 
goods entering China by sea. Supposing 
we agree finally to a 15 per cent. import 
duty, and that the goods of France and 
Russia coming over the frontiers were 
admitted at two thirds the sea-board rate 
of duty, that would place British commerce 
and the commerce of Japan and other 
nations except France and Russia at a 
considerable disadvantage. Then, again, 
in connection with the revision of this 
commercial treaty, I should be glad if His 
Majesty‘s Government would at the time 
of negotiation and settlement secure from 


' the Chinese Government a definite under- 


taking in regard to all British railway 
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concessions in respect of which pre- 
liminary contracts have been obtained 
that the final contracts shall be con- 
cluded on equal terms and conditions as 
previously granted to any other Power. 
| think that this, in the interest of 
British commerce, is a point of extreme 
importance. 


There are other questions which I 
believe are having very careful consider- 
ation, and one of them is the estailish- 
ment of international conservancy boards 
to remove obstructions of niyigation in 


the great r.vers of China. Boards 
are being constituted already in 
connection with giving an_ effec- 
tive 5 per cent. duty on goods. 
Boards have been formed to improve the 
Pei river up to ‘Tientsin and the 
waterways leadingto Shanghai. I think 
we shoud go further. and we should 
increase the duty from 5 per cent. 
to a higher rate, condititionally on 
the establishment of International 
Conservancy Boards to deal with the 


obstructions to navigation on the Yang 
tsze and the Yellow and West Rivers. 
On all the great rivers of China, trade 
might be enormously developed. Then 
there is the extension of the postal and 
telegraph system in China on a reliable 
basi. It is of the highest importance 
that the postal and telegraph system 
should be in the hands of the Chinese 


themselves, and I would venture to 
suggest to the Under Secretary—it is 


not 
hon. 


ny own suggestion, but that of an 
Member whom I see on the 
other side, the Member for Epsom 
—that an easy way of having the 
postal service of China improved would be 
that every Imperial Maritime Customs 


Station should have a telegraph and 
post office. The reason that I advocate 
this so strongly is that the Germans, 


Russians, and French are doing all they 
can to extend postal services of their 
own in China. I will tell you what 
happened to me in Persia as an illustra- 
tion of how dangerous it is to allow the 
postal service of a country to pass into 
the hands of a foreign Power. I am 
distinctly informed that since my visit 
to Persia it is unsafe for me to send 
letters which are carried by the Russian 
post to Teheran, and that it is unsafe 
to have letters sent to me by that 


Mr. Joseph IValton. 
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England, 
should safeguard 
ourselves in China so far as we 
can from circumstances of this sort 
applying to British letters. I notice in 
connection with the allocation of the 
Chinese indemnity that, strange to say, 
out of the eighteen million taels which 
China is to pay, no less than nine millions 
have to be found by the Yang-tsze 
provinces, where the viceroys throughout 
the crisis maintained perfect order and 
safety for life and property. It is a very 
hard tax upon them, and will do much 
to ereate an anti-foreign feeling in the 
part of China which hitherto has been 
friendly. Whilst this huge impost 
has been placed on those well-ordered 
provinces, the great province of 
Manchuria has not to pay a single far- 
i That looks very suspicious, and 


Teheran to 


that we 


means from 


I wish 


thing. 
I regret to notice that it is so. 

There is the question of the settlement 
of private indemnity claims. Many of 
those who have lost their all are in dire 
straits because they can get no assurance 
whatever from his Majesty’s Government 
as towhentheseindemnities aie to be paid. 
If the Government would give some sort 
of assurance that the claims which have 
been established will shortly be paid, and 


state the amount agreed upon in each 
ease, it will enable those people to 
obtain advances from bankers on the 


of the amounts which are to 


to them. 


security 
come 


There is only another point I will 
refer to, and that is the question of the 
Anglo- Japanese Agreement. How much 
better it would have been if the Govern- 
ment had taken the strong advice which 
I ventured to give them over and over 
again years ago. How much better it 
would have been if, instead of concluding 
this Agreement just the other day, we 
had joined hands with Japan at the 
time when Russia ordered our ships oi 
war out of Port Arthur. If we had 
joined hands then, the situation would 
have been vastly different today. 1 am 
personally rejoiced at the conclusion of this 
Agreement, which is a measure of. pre- 
caution for safeguarding the great com- 
mercial interests of the country by 
creating a balance of power in the far 
East. It will do much, in my opinion, te 


guarantee peace,to maintain the territorial 
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integrity of China, and the open door to 
the trade of al. nations on equal terms. 
We know that since this Agreement 
was concluded the United States of 
America heartily support the principles 
id down, and if they are not formal 
parties to it, we shall have their strong 
moral support in maintaining the state 
of things in China contemplated by the 
agreement. Iam extremely glad to see 
from this morning's papers that the 
Governments of France and Russia have 
issued a Note in which they also say 
that after examining the Anglo-Japanese 
Agreement they— 

“Have been fully satisfied at finding therein 

an affirmation of the essential principles which 
they themselves on more than one occasion 
have declared to constitute, and which remain, 
the basis of their policy.” 
That is a most satisfactory statement 
on the part of the Governments of 
Russia and France. They also an- 
nounce that they will act together as 
allies in the far East. Ido not think that 
isany news at all. We have for years re- 
garded them not only as allies in Europe 
but in the far East. We have England 
and Japan on the one hand allied not to 
support a policy of menace and aggression, 
but merely to uphold the territorial in- 
tegrity of China and the open door. We 
have the United States of America strongly 
in favour of this policy, and we have 
Russia and France declaring that this is 
what they have desired all along and that 
it is still the basis of their policy. 1 
think, therefore, I was justified when the 
first announcement of this Agreement was 
made in stating in this House that in my 
opinion we should heartily congratulate 
His Majesty's Government on having 
concluded so wise and statesmanlike an 
Agreement for safeguarding British 
interests in the far East. 


*(11.40.) THe UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord Cranporne, Rochester): I will 
endeavour to answer the questions which 
in very moderate language the hon. 
Gentleman opposite has asked in respect 
toChina. With regard to several of these 
subjects I have had the honour of answer- 
ing questions put in the ordinary course 
and of dealing with them in some detail. 
I need not say that in respect of 
Manchuria, the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government is the same as it has always 
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heen, and that we look to the Russian 
Government to fulfil the policy which 
they have declared to be theirs, which 
consists, as the House is aware, of restor- 
ing Manchuria under certain conditions 
to the position in which it was before the 
late troubles began. I have no reason to 


suppose that the Russian Government 
have altered or have receded from 
that view. I am well aware that 
negotiations are proceeding at this 
moment between the Russian and the 
Chinese Governments with a view to 
carrying it into effect. We most re- 
luctantly admit that we are still in, 


as it were, a transitional period between 
the state of war which existed im- 
mediateby after the troubles and the 
re-establishment of the normal state of 
things in China. What I have said, of 
course, of Manchuria generally applies 
to the port of Newchwang in particular, 
and also to the important railway which 
goes from Newchwang north of the wall. 
As far as His Majesty’s Government 
are concerned, we see no reason whiy the 
Chinese Government should not be 
entitled to arrange their railway system 
in the way they think right, and that 
view represents the policy which His 
Majesty’s Government will pursue. 


The next questionof the hon. Gentleman 
had reference .to the evacuation of 
Tientsin by the allied forces. I believe 
almost every Power in Europe is exceed- 
ingly anxious to evacuate Tientsin, and 
to reduce the number of European troops 
generally in Chili to the figure which 
has been fixed upon as the proper 
garrison on the part of the European 
Powers during the next few years. It 
has been suggested, no doubt, that it 
would not be well to evacuate Tientsin 
until we are assured that the arrange- 
ments for the military occupation of 


Chili are complete, and until the 
regulation of the waterway of the 
Pei-ho is further advanced. But | do 


not think that these reasons need arrest 
the process of evacuation, because ior a 
long time back the arrangements for the 
distribution of the European troops in 
Chili have been fixed upon, and the im- 
provement of the approaches of the Pei-ho 
is ina forward stage, both of investigation 
and, indeed, of works begun. So that 
the Government look forward at no 
distant date to the eyacuation of. 
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Tientsin, or rather to a reduction of the 
troops at Teintsin to the figure fixed 
upon by mutual agreement with the 
Powers as a suitable garrison during 
‘the next few years. 


The hon. Gentleman then spoke of 
the action of certain ladies in Peking 
in attending an audience given by 
the Empress of China. It was not only 
the ladies who attended the audience. 
but the Ministers themselves also attended 
at the Court. The hon. Gentleman 
thinks that was a very improper pro- 
-ceeding. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Of course 
sit is necessary for our diplomatic repre- 
sentatives to attend the Court in China ; 
but it is not necessary that the ladies 
and children of the Legation should go 
‘to afternoon tea with the Empress who 
is responsible for the recent massacres 
in China. 


*LorD CRANBORNE: I think I 
misrepresented the hon. Gentleman, and 
[ beg his pardon. I am glad he re- 
cognises the fact that it is proper, and, 
indeed, inevitable that those accredited 
to the Court of China should recognise, 
as all envoys do, the proper observances 
due to the Court to which they are 
accredited. Diplomatic relations would 
be impossible under any other circum- 
stances. The ladies of the Legation, as 
the House is probably aware, are really a 
part of the Legation, and a large portion 
of the duties of the Legation, on the 
social side, fall of necessity upon the 
wives of the Minister and his staff. To 
attempt to draw a distinction be- 
tween the ladies and gentlemen of 
the Legation in such circumstances 
is, I think, rather stretching the 
imatter too far. 


The hon. Gentleman {next spoke 
of Wei-Hai-Wei, and he asked me to 
sive him some explanation on that 
head. As far as I can understand, the 
lion. Gentleman himself has never been 
in favour of theoccupation of Wei-Hai-Wei. 
| think I might almost have left the 
matter there, and have congratulated 
the Government and myself, that the 
joreign policy of the Government had 

Lord Cranborne. 
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commended itself to the hon. Gentleman: 
but the hon. Gentleman is probably 
aware that the reason why the fortificg- 
tions of Wei-Hai-Wei are no longer 
proceeded with, is that those who advise 
the Government in naval matters have 
come to the conclusion that strategically 
such a course would be a _ mistake, 
Whether at some future date these 
works shall be resumed, is, of course, a 
matter for future consideration, but for 
the present, I have no doubt that those 
who are experts in this matter are well 
advised in having induced the Govern- 
ment to abandon an expenditure which 
in their judgment would be unprofitable. 


Then the hon. Gentleman spoke of our 
position in the Yang-tsze Valley, and 
the Province of Shan-tung and he 
cited, first of all, the terms of the 
Anglo-Russian understanding, and he 
cited them quite correctly. Then he 
referred to the Anglo-German under- 
standing, but he did not refer to the 


terms of that understanding quite 
correctly. According to the Anglo- 
German understanding, which was 


merely an understanding between two 
syndicates, countersigned by the re 
spective Governments to which they 
belonged, a particular line which passed 
through Shan-tung, or which was pro- 
posed to be carried through Shan-tung 
to the Yang-tsze Valley, was allotted in 
part to the German syndicate, namely, 
that part in Shan-tung, and in part to 
the British syndicate, namely, that part 
which was proposed to run to the Yang- 
tsze Valley. The understanding went 
no further than that. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I have the 
quotation from the Anglo-German under- 
standing which defines the respective 
spheres of interest of the two countries 
with regard to railway construction, the 
Germans undertaking not to compete 
with England in the English sphere, 
which is the Yang-tsze Valley, and 
certain connecting lines, and _ the 


English agreeing not to interfere in 
the German sphere, which is described 
as the Province of Shan-tung and the 
Hoang-ho Valley. 
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*Lorpv CRANBORNE: The hon. 
Gentleman will observe that the under- 
standing was between these twosyndicates 
and had no general reference to the two 
countries which countersigned it. It 
was an ordinary trade arrangement 
between two competing syndicates, and 
it acquired much greater importance than 
would otherwise have belonged to it, be- 
cause it was endorsed by the two Govern- 
ments. But because the Governments 
endorsed the agreement, that did not 
extend it beyond the subject matter of 
the understanding, which was_ strictly 
limited, and which was never intended to 
extend to the whole Province of Shan- 
tung on the one hand, or to the whole of 
the Yang-tsze Valley on the other. 


Therefore I submit that the hon. 
Gentleman is incorrect, and that being so, 
I find no declaration of the German Gov- 
ernment which is inconsistent with the 
view I have stated. Indeed, we have the 
German view as to the province of Shan- 
tung on the highest evidence. As the 
hon. Member, who pays great attention to 
these subjects, is aware, the German 
Chancellor, in a speech a short time ago, 
described in some ,detail what the com- 
mercial claims of Germany in the Pro- 
vince of Shan-tung really amounted to, 
and he used these words— 

“Germany demands in Shan-tung as else- 

where only the open door ; that is to say the 
same liberty for commercial activity that we 
do not challenge in the case of any other States 
in the Province of Shan-tung and other por- 
tions of the Chinese Empire.” 
It will be observed that the German 
Chancellor stated that all nations: are to 
be in the same position in Shan-tung, as 
all nations are in other parts of the 
Chinese Empire. He went on to describe 
the nature of the concessions enjoyed by 
certain syndicates in Shan-tung — very 
limited concessions—and he concluded 
that passage of his speech by saying— 

“There is, therefore, no question of exclusive 
German rights in Shan-tung.” 

Those are the observations of the German 
Chancellor, and, as was stated on my 


behalf a short time ago, there is no doubt | 


all concessions are in their nature and 


essence of an exclusive character, but | 


that applies to all concessions, and it can- 
not be said the German claim extends 
beyond that limited interpretation or 
that Germany has closed the “ open door” 
in respect of the Province of Shan-tung. 
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The hon. Gentleman asked meas to the 
patrolling of the Yang-tsze. There are 
now three gunboats on the river. He 
also spoke of the rebellion in Southern 
China. We have reason to believe that 
the reports are very much exaggerated, 
but we are making further inquiries. 
Then he asked me about trade facilities. 
At this late hour it is not necessary for me 
to go into that question specially, as I 
had an opportunity of stating the position 
of the Government with respect to it 
on the Supplementary Estimates a 
few weeks ago. Then the hon. Gentle- 
man referred to private claims for 
compensation in China. The Govern- 
ment, as well as the hon. Gentleman, 
feel the greatest concern and sympathy 
with the poor people who have made these 
claims. I think there will be no difficulty 
in their getting the amounts they have 
claimed, and the Government are seeking 
some method by which the most de- 
serving claims should be satisfied before 
the others. 


in China. 


The only other matter referred to by 
the hon. Gentleman was the Anglo- 
Japanese Agreement, on which I made 
a very long statement not very long 
ago. I can only congratulate the 
House on the way that Agreement has 
been received in the country and by 
Europe, including the two foreign Powers 
who have published in the public Press 
this morning so warm an assent to the 
principles embodied in the Agreement. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I 
think the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs has not given us a very correct 
account as to the position of this country 
with regard to Manchuria. For in- 
stance, he stated that we are in the same 
position as we were before the disturb- 
ances broke out. But what I wish to 
point out to the noble Lord is that, apart 
altogether from the disturbances, it is 
undoubtedly the intention and the right 
of Russia to fortify her railway against 
attacks from the Manchurians; and, 
more especially, Russia is entitled to 
fortify her railway to Port Arthur in 
view of the possibility of war with Japan, 
because if war breaks out between 
Russia and Japan, Port Arthur will be 
the first pont that Japan will attack. 
You cannot have a railway in China 
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without protecting it. Does the Govern- 
ment imagine that Germany will not 
protect her railway in Shan-tung, and is 
Russia not quite as justified in protecting 
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tective force for her railway. 
therefore, the Government will 
sider that they have any right or title 
to object to Russia fortifying her railway 


I hope, 
not con- 





her railway down to Port Arthur? 
from 
undertaking the govern- 
I believe Russia 
is quite willing not to attempt to inter- 
fere with the government of Manchuria, 49. 


a different 
Manchuria, or 
ment of that country. 
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Loyd, pened Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 





M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Lan 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W. P. 
Yaxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford V Sedies 
Middlemore,J’ bnThrogmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David (Walt’amstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 





Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 


Delany, William 
Doogan, Fr. & 


Ffrench, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhooly, James 


Hayden, John Patrick 








Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
| Partington, Oswald 


{20 Marcu 1902} 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Arthur 

Parvis, Robert 


Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratelitf, R. F. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
tidley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Rigy, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, C 2 nt Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, W illiam Edward T. 
Sinciair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C( N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 


NOES. 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid 
, O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
) O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘ Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, ‘Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hou. Charles Hedley 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walton, Joseph ade 
Warde, Colonel C. 
Wason,John( abaaetit Irkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. ) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Wood, James 

Wortley, Kt. Hon. C.B Stu t- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Hayes Fisher. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterfor) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tully, Jasper 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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Bill read the third time and passed. 


Adjournment of 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. Stuart WorRTLEY 
Hallam) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said he was sorry the Chief Secretary 
found it impossible to accept the Amend- 
ment which he had placed on the Paper, 
which would be of 
portance 


very great im- 
Ireland 
where the Congested Districts had been 
He put down 
the Amendment because the county, 


in many parts of 


very much neglected. 


part of which he represented, had been 
greatly neglected by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. If the Bill were passed as 
drafted, the result would be that the dis- 
tricts which most required development 
would not be looked after at all, as the 
County Councils would be precluded 


from expending money on them. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): As the hon. Member is making 
a speech, I beg to move that progress be 
reported. 


Committee report Progress; to* sit 


again tomorrow. 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL, 
Considered in Committee. ! 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Thursday next. 





{COMMONS} 


(Sheffield, | 





the House. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
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ORDERS (No.1) BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stating 
| the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
1) Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


RAILWAY ETC., BILLS. 


Copy ordered, “of Report by the 
Board of Trade upon all the Railway, 
Canal, Tramway, Harbour, and Tidal 
Waters, Electricity, Gas and Water Bills, 
and Provisional Orders of 
1902.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Session 


NEW BILL, 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT, 

Bill to amend the Public Health Aets 
with reference to Water Supply and to 
section thirty-six of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Fielden, Mr. Mellor, and Sir Albert 
Rollit. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

“To amend the Public Health Acts 
with reference to Water Supply and to 
section thirty-six of the Public Health 
Act, 1875,” presented, and read the first 
‘time; to be read a second time upon 
| Tuesday 29th April, and to be printed. 
[Bill 131.] 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 21st March, 1902. 
BUSINESS CF THE HOUSE 
Standing Order No. xxxix. considered 
(according to order), and suspended for 
this day’s sitting. 


681 








CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
srought from the Commons, and read 
l*; Then (Standing Order No. 39 
_ having been suspe nded), sill read 2* (The 
$ Burl il ‘uldegrave) ; Committee negatived ; 
¢ Bill read 2, and passed. 
House adjourned during pleasure. 
> House resumed. 
COMMISSION. 


The following Bill received the Royal 
* Assent : Consolidated Fund (No. 1). 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


Sprerch tied 








. BARON FFRENCH. 
. Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 
? that the right of Charles Austin Thomas 
> Robert John Jose ~ph Ffrench, Baron 
> Ffrench, to vote at the elections of Re- 
< presentative Peers for Ireland has been 
> established to the satisfaction of the Lord 
- Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on 
S the Table. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


3 PRIVATE 


<The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
* House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
A . had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
‘from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
Bromley Gas. 
Limpsfield and Oxted Water. 
Broadstairs Gas. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
SADDLEWORTH, 


SPRINGHEAD AND 


LEES TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 
A petition of Messrs. 
Company, of 7 


VOL. CV. 


Sherwood and 


[FourTH SERIE. ] 


{21 Marcu 1902} 


7, Great George Street, | 
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Westminster, Parliamentary Agents, pray- 

ing for leave to present a petition of the 
County Council of Lancaster, praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
although the time limited by Standing 
Order No. 92 for presenting such petition 
has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table ; and Standing Order No. 92 
to be considered on Monday, the 14th of 
April next, in order to its being dispensed 
with in respect of the said petition. 


PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND SOUTEH- 
WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Reported, with an amendment. 
SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [u.1.}. 

Reported, with amendments. 

STREET URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

WATER BILL [H.L.}. 

Reported, with amendments. 
CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 1.) BILL [H.L. ]. 
CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC {RAILWAY (No. 2.) BILL [H.1. }. 

Leave given to the Select Committee 
to consolidate the Bills into one Bill. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [H.L. |. 
Committed. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL[H.1.}. 


The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn ; the order made on 
the 24th of February last discharged and 
Bill committed. 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [H.1.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with amendments. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL [1.1. }. 


BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND TRAM. 
WAYS BILL [H.L. }. 


Read 2°. 


DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 3", and passed, and sent to tie 
Commons. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK ‘ABANDONMENT) BILL. 
Read 3*, and passed. 
2B 











683 Returns, 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILSVAY ‘NEW LINES, ete.) BILL [H.L. ]. 

Standing Order No. 92, considered (ac” 
cording to order), and dispensed with: 
with respect to a Petition of Moss’ Km 
pires, Limited; leave given to present 
the said Petition. 


CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 
CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL. 


FINEDON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BiLL. 


LEICESTERSHIRE AND WARWICKSHIRE 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BLLL. 
READING GAS BILL. 

SHEPTON MALLET GAS BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1* ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL. [1.1], 
KINGS ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY 
EXTENSION) BILL [u.1. }. 

Leave given to the Select Committee 
to consolidate the Bills into one Bill. 

LANCASHIRE COUNTY (LUNATIC 

ASYLUMS) BILL [1.1], 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [4.1.], 
LONG WOOD GAS BILL [u.t. ], 

RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [n.1.}, 

NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS | 

BILL [H.1.], | 

BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

BILL [u.1. |, 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [n.t.}. 

Report from the Committee of Select- | 
tion, That the Lord Stanmore be pro- | 
posed to the House as a Member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the | 
place of the Earl of Camperdown, and that | 
the Lord Stanmore be Chairman of the | 
Select Committee ; read and agreed to... | 


| 


| 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | 
(SCOTLAND). 


| 
Amending General Order {for Fthe | 
regulation of proceedings under and in | 
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pursuance of the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


Reports, &. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATURE PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report from the Committee of Selec 
tion, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House as the panel of Lords to act 
as Commissioners under the Act, viz.— 

V. Frankfort de Montmorency, 

L. Clifford of Chudleigh, 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899, 

Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Deputy 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the 
House of Commons 

That the General Order not complied 
with in respect of the following Pro- 
visional Order :—- 

Coatbridge Gas 
ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Order allowed to proceed, provided that 
Clause 25 be struck out of the said 
Order. 

That the GeneraljOrders not complied 
with in respect of the following Pr- 


| visional Order :— 


Rothesay Tramways (Extensions) 
ought to be dispensed with, and the 


| Order allowed to proceed, provided that 
| the powers to construct Tramways Nos 


1 and 2 be struck out of the Order, and 


‘that the consent of the County Counell 


of Bute to so much of Tramway No. 3as 
affects the interests of the County Couneil 


acting as road authority be proved before 
-the Examiners; read, and ordered to lie 


on the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 351, Jamacia; Report for 1900- 
1901. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2750, Russia ; Odessa. ne 


No. 2751, Germany; Prussian 
Estimates. 

No. 2752. United States; New 
Orleans. 


No. 2753, Chile: Coquimbo. 
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$85 State of Military {21 Mare 
Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. lvii. considered 


according to order), and suspended for 
this day’s sitting. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Message from the Commons that 
hey have appointed a Committee to 
onsist of five members to join with a 
‘ommittee of this House to consider the 
london Water Bill; and request this 
House to appoint an equal number of 
lords to be jomed with the Members of 


heir House; The said message com 
sidered, on Motion: Moved that a 


Committee of five Lords be appointed to 
yin with the Committee of the House of 
Commons, as mentioned in the said 
Message—(The Earl of  Waldegrave); 
wreed to; Then (Standing Order lvii. 
saving been suspended) the Lords 
‘ollowing are named of the Committee :— 
E. Harrowby, 

E. Crewe, 

V. Llandaff, 

L. Balfour, 

L. Ludlow. 


Ordered that such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of 
the*House of Commons in the appoint- 
ment of a Chairman, 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent 
to the House of Commons in answer to 
their said Message to inform them of the 
ippointment of the said Committee by 
this House, and to propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A on Monday, the 14th of April 
next, at two o'clock. 


STATE 


OF MILITARY SUPPLIES IN 
1895 — REFERENCE TO DEBATES IN 
THE OTHER HOUSE—POINT OF 
ORDER. 


Lord MONKSWELL had the follow- 
ing notice on the Paper: “To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Secretary of State is cor- 
rectly reported to have said on Monday, 
March 17, ‘The circumstances in which 
he (Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman) left | 


the War Office in 1895, the position in 


H 1902} Supplies in 1895, 686 
which he left the country, not merely in 
regard to small arms ammunition, which 
did come out, but the efficiency of the 
artillery, which did not come out, were 
such that, if complications had ensued in 
South Africa—[“ Hear, hear” from Sir 
Henry Campbell-Bannerman]. The right 
hon. Gentleman cheers ironically, but 
twice the amount of ammunition he left 
was soon running short in South Africa ; 
and the whole of the artillery he left was 
such that, if we had depended on his 
supply, we must have cleared out of 
South Africa after the first three 
months; ’tand if it is the fact that in 
October, 1894. contracts had been 
entered into with private firms for 4 
supply of cordite, and that no other 
contract with private firms for !and 
purposes was found necessary till Febru- 
ary, 1899; and to ask on what facts the 
statement as to an insufficient supply of 
artillery and ammunition is based; and 
to move for Papers.” 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANsDOWNE): My Lords, before the 
noble Lord begins his remarks, I wish to 
say a few words on a point of order. 
We do not bind ourselves in this House 
by very stringent rules of procedure, but 
I am bound to say that the notice which 
the noble Lord has placed upon the 
Paper seems to me to be of a most extra- 
ordinary and irregular character. I 
understand the situation to be this—that 
there took place some days ago a dis- 
cussion on military questions in the 
other House of Parliament, that during 
that discussion the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition made some complaint to the Secre- 
tary of State for War, and that the 
Secretary of State for War thereupon 
retorted and made certain statements. 
There the matter, so far as the other 
House is concerned, ended, although I 
understand that the Leader of the 
Opposition had, and may yet have, 
opportunities of returning to the charge. 
The noble Lord now intervenes with an 
attempt to change the venue, and to 
extend to this House a discussion which 
took place in the other House. That, to 
say the least of it, is a very unusual pro- 
ceeding. The noble Lord asks us to 





+ For the Hansard Report, see page 
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confirm the accuracy of a statement; Motion should be altered, unless the 
made by the Secretary of State for War | noble Marquess states that it is out of 


and to supply him with the facts upon 
which that statement was based. 1 
therefore, in the first place, object to the 
Motion as being in an irregular and 
inconvenient shape. But, my Lords, 
that is not all. This notice was put 
on the Paper yesterday. I saw it, and I 


believe my noble friend behind me 
(Lord Raglan) saw it for the first 
time this morning. The question 


raised is one of very great importance, 
and if tit is to be debated we ought 
obviously to be given an opportunity of 
referring to the Papers and documents. 
The matter is one which personally 
concerns me not a little, because I 
happened te be Secretary of State for 
War when the late Government left 
office, and I| certainly should like to 
have a sufficient opportunity of seeing 
from Papers which are in my possession 
what the position of the artillery and 
of the reserves of small arms ammunition 
was at the time I took office and at the 
time J] relinquished office. As I saw 
this notice for the first time at nine 
o’clock this morning, and as I have been 
busily occupied since that moment, it 
must be obvious to the House that | 
could not have had the opportunity 
which I should have desired for that 
purpose. In these circumstances, | 
would suggest to the noble Lord that 
he would do well, in the first place, to 
present his Motion to your Lordships in 
a more regular and usual shape, and in 
the second place, to do so after an amount 
of notice at least sufficient to enable us 
to make ourselves masters of the case. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: Of course it 
is quite impossible after the appeal of 
the noble Marquess for me to proceed 
with my Motion today; but I thought 
that as the Secretary of State for war 
had made definite charges against Sir 
H. Campbell-Bannerman, it would only 
take a few minutes to get together the 
evidence on which the right hon. 
Gentleman relied to substantiate those 
charges. I shall, however, be quite 
willing to put off my Motion until the 
noble Marquess has had the opportunity 
of making such research as he may 
think desirable. At the same time, 
Icannot see why the terms of the 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


order to refer to a debate which took 
place in the House of Commons, 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anno LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of 
SaLisBurY): Hear, hear! 


LorD MONKSWELL: Then Lam pre. 
pared to alter the form of my Motion. | 
myself heard the Secretary for War’s state- 
ment in the House of Commons, and 
therefore it appears to me that L am quite 
within myrightinsuggesting that the right 
hon. Gentleman made a certain state. 
ment, irrespective of the newspaper 
feport. But that will be a matter for 
further consideration. For the present, 
I accept the suggestion of the noble 
Marquess to postpone my question. 


THe Ear. or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I, too, deprecate notices similar to 
that on the Paper. I think it is an 
extraordinary proceeding to ask for an 
explanation in your Lordship’s House of 
a statement alleged to have been made in 
the other House. Surely, it is for Sir 
Henry Campbell - Bannerman in the 
House of Commons to raise the subject, 
when an explanation could. be given by 
the Secretary of State. The present 


certainly seems to be an_ irregular 
proceeding. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: While | 


think we must all agree that the form 
of the Motion is not. strictly in order, 
1 do not think it fair to take exception 
to the action of my noble friend, who 
has only erred a little in point of form 
As the noble Marquess himself frankly 
admitted, he was the Minister responsible 
for the administration of the War Office 
at the time to which the Question refers, 
and, therefore, | do not think that, on 
reflection, noble Lords opposite will feel 
that my noble friend has exceeded what 
was a proper action in bringing this 
question forward in this House. He 
has expressed his desire to comply with 
the forms of the House, and to give the 
noble Lord opposite as much time as he 


'requires to search the records, and | 
think that he is entitled to your Lord- 


ships’ indulgence. 
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Toe Marquess or SALISBURY: The 
noble Lord’s Question is principally a 
demand to know whether the Secretary 
jor War had been correctly reported in 
what he said the other night in the 
House of Commons. Just conceive what 
yould be the result if in each House we 
asked whether the newspaper reports of 
the proceedings in the other House were 
wrreet and made them the subject of 
discussion. It would not be at all con- 
venient that the debatesin one House 
should be immediately referred to and 
form the subject of debate in the other 
House. After all, something else has 
taken place in the other House, but 
there is no reason why that should not 
be made just as much a subject of 
discussion as the question of cordite. | 








do not know that we could induce any- 
body in this House to carry on the 
lebates with the vigour which Mr. Dillon 
has shown, but everybody will feel that it 
snot a convenient course to depart from 
the very wholesome rule that obtains in 
this matter with regard to debates in the 
other House. 


THE MarQuEss or RIPON: It is 
rather remarkable that the noble 
Marquess, in objecting to debates in the 
ther House being referred to, himself 
alluded in the course of his observations 
to a discussion in the House of Commons 
n which Mr. Dillon took part. I do not 
regard the Motion as strictly in order, but 
the subject is a proper one for discussion, 
ind my noble friend has undertaken to 
amend the form of his notice on a future 
occasion. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I think the 
vhole point of the question is contained 
in the last half-dozen lines. The pre- 
eding part of the notice is merely the 
pream ble. 


[The subject then dropped. ] 


NAVAL DEFENCE. 

Tae Earn or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
{ beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether in the case of this 
‘ountry being at war with one or more 
European Powers, he can rely absolutely 
upon the Navy alone for protection 
against invasion ; and, further to inquire 
Yiether by relying upon the Navy for 
curity against invasion, its general 
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power and effectiveness, the world over, 
would not be, pro tanto, lessened by the 
necessity of retaining in our home 
waters a sufficient naval force for the 
protection of the Unired Kingdom. I 
feel that very few words are needed in 
putting these Questions to the noble 
Earl. Ihave no wish to raise the 
general question of national defence, for 
I have a notice on the Paper dealing 
with that subject which | hope to be 
able to bring on later in the session, and 
which I shall postpone till late in the 
session, in the hope that by that time 
we shall know better how the proposals 
of the Government with regard to 
military organisation are working and 
are likely to work in the future. My only 
object today is to direct attention to two 
very important points in connection 
with the question of national defence. 
There is in this country a school who 
hold that we need look no further than 
the Navy, and that the Navy alone is 
all-sufficient for home defence. The 
chief exponent of that view is Sir John 
Colomb, and he is backed up by a 
certain portion of the Press. Therefore 
I am anxious to know what the opinion 
on the subject is of the First Lord of 
the Admiralty. My second Question 
illustrates my own view of what the 
effect would be of having to retain in 
the home waters a sufficient naval force 
for the protection of the United King- 
dom. I hold that no British Govern- 
ment does :ts duty which does not put 
the country in such a position with 
regard to home defence that it shall 
be independent of the Navy. What 
strikes me as the great weakness with 
regard to what I will call the Colombine 
School is that they forget that the 
general power and effectiveness of the 
Navy throughout the world would be 
pro tanto \essened by the necessity of 
retaining a sufficient number of ships 
in our home waters for the protection 
of the United Kingdom. I beg to ask 
the Questions standing in my name. 


*THe FIRST LORD or tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): 
With very great respect to my noble 
friend who has asked these Questions, 
I hope he will allow me to say that 
I do not clearly see what public purpose 
is going to be served by putting these 
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conundrums. Nor do I consider it my PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. were 
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were so many milk-cans, and shut the 
doors to prevent them from falling out 
from each side. He had travelled 
down to Tilbury Docks in a com- 
partment with seventeen dockers, with 
a lady on each knee. As to the 
carriages, well, one could hardly call them 
carriages ; they were more like dog kennels 
on wheels, and they were filthily dirty. 
The company said that they spent 
* 000 on soap last year, but that it 
was the zlass of passengers which used 
the carriages that made them so dirty. 
That was hardly complimentary to the 
people who lived on the line. As to the 
stations, they were arcadian in their 
simplicity. There were practically no 
sanitary arrangements in some of them, 
and the company absolutely refused to 
put stations where they are needed unless 
they were assisted by private contribu- 
tions. Probably they would be told by 
the President of the Board of Trade that 
a deputation went last week to the 
managing director of the company, and 
that he gave satisfactory assurances. 
But what was the good of a deputation 
gong to the managing director of a 
railway company which had a Bill before 
Parliament a week before that Bill was 
to come under the discussion of the 
House. They might as well go to a 
Cabinet Minister six months before a 
general election. ‘They promised every- 
thing and gave nothing. The deputation 
got nothing for their pains, and the 
company did not intend to do anything. 
Hence they appealed to the House. His 
constituents were in an unfortunate 
position, There were no lords or 
marquesses living on Wanstead Flats, and 
there were uncommonly few dukes in the 
neighbourhood of Tilbury Docks. So 
they relied on the Members of the House 
of Commons, although there was a con- 
siderable foree ranged against them in 
this House—the force of railway 
directors. They know perfectly well that 
the only thing likely to pierce the 
pachydermatous hide of the directors of 
this company, and to teach them a lesson 
they would not forget, was for the House 
to throw out their Bill on this Motion for 
its Second Reading. He begged to move 
that the Bill be read a second time this 
day six months. 


*(3.20.) Captain NORTON (Newing- 
ton, W.), in seconding the Amendment, 
sail that he opposed the Bill on broad 
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public grounds. This was the only oppor- 
tunity they had of bringing railway 
companies to book with reference to the 
manner in which they treated their 
passengers. He took interest in the 
question of the housing of the working 
Classes, and this subject of workmen's 
trains bore indirectly on that question. 
In every instance which they brought to 
the notice of the Board of Trade, cases 
where railway companies had not done 
their duty to the districts they served. 
it was urged that population was lacking, 
and he was always told that where the 


population existed there the trains were 


run. In this particular case, however, 
although a large population existed, 
yet workmen’s trains were not run in 
sufficient numbers. He had received a‘ 
letter signed by the principal officials of 
the Ratepayers’ Association of thisdistrict, 
as well as of the Tradesmen’s Associa- 
tion, in which they said that they would 
prefer that things should remain as they 
were—-and it was notorious that the exist- 
ing evils were great—rather than that 
additional benefits should be conferred 
on the railway company unless they 
gave adequate compensation to the in- 
habitants. The argument of the com- 
pany was, that they were seeking these 
further powers in order to mitigate these 
evils. Well, they often heard of death- 
bed repentances. They all knew about 
the thief on the Cross, but that was an 
altogether exceptional case, and he did 
not think that the Recording Angel took 
any notice, as a rule, of that class ot 
repentance. 

Various points had been urged by 
the people living in the district. The first 
was that adequate bridge accommoda- 
tion is not afforded for the large and 
growing populations north and south of 
the line. That was a matter which the 
local authorities ought to be able to 
settle for themselves. There was no 
station at Ilford, although there was a 
population of 10,000 persons within a 
short distance of a site which it had 
been suggested would be very suitable, 
and would afford plenty of room. Yet 
the company declined to place a station 
there, with the result that the people 
had to walk to stations some distance 
off—on one side they had to go three 
quarters of a mile, and on the other a 
distance of a mile. This was practically 
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a suburb of London, and nearly the {company had been a defaulter for years, 
entire population had to go up to London | and whenever they were obliged to come 


at a very early hour each morning. 


was a matter of great moment, more | 


especially to young girls who were in 
business in London that they should be 
forced to walk a distance of three 
quarters of a mile in order to reach the 
station at which they took train, for 
it often meant that in order to avail 
themselves of the advantages of 


cheap fares, they had to take very | 


early trains 
London half or three quarters of an 


which landed them in| 


hour before the time at which they were | 


required to be at their respective places 
of business. The company had refused 
point-blank to provide that station, and 


that was one of the principal matters of | 


which the inhabitants had to complain. 
Now, he came to the station at East 
Ham. That was stated to be dirty, 
shelterless, and insanitary, and to be pro- 
vided with only narrow exits. This 
question of narrow exits from stations 
was a matter of considerable moment. 
At this particular station at East Ham 
there was no shelter whatever, and in 
inclement weather, it happened that 
young girls who went up to London in 
large numbers got wet through, and 
then were obliged to wander about the 
streets of London until their business 
establishment opened. This was one of 
the results of the inadequacy of the 
number of workmen’s trains. If a 
larger number were run these girls 
would not have to leave home so long 
before they needed to be at business. 
The company said that they were about 
to remedy this state of things. But this 
was not a new condition of affairs. It 
had been in existence for years, and, 
therefore, they could place no trust 
in their promises. In regard to East 
Ham, the excuse was urged that the 
delay in improving the station was 
due to the action of the East Ham 
Council. Was it not strange that in 
every instance in which a defaulting 
railway company approached this House 
for the purpose of getting its powers 
extended it invariably declared that the 
local authority was at fault, as if the 
local authority was not the body 
which was most anxious to remedy 
existing defects. It was also an extra- 
ordinary thing that wherever a railway 


Captain Norton. 


| pledge in this respect. 


It | to this House for increased powers, at 


that precise moment they were enabled 
todo exactly what the inhabitants wanted. 
As to the carriage accommodation on 
the line, it was both miserable and dirty. 
In addition to that, the over-crowding 
which took place at the present moment 
was a matter of serious consideration, 
not only to those who dwelt in this 
particular part of London but to the 
metropolis at large, seeing there was an 
epidemic of small-pox. He finally came 
to the question of workmen’s trains. If 
the Great Eastern Railway Company 
was able to run a sufficiency of work 
men’s trains at a profit, while giving far 
more consideration to their passengers, 
surely the same thing could be done by 
the London and ‘Tilbury Company? 
This great monopolist company had 
utterly failed in its duty towards the 
district, and the only protection the 
public had against such a failure of 
duty, especially in the matter of the 
running of a sufticiency of workmen’s 
trains and the giving proper accommoda- 
tion to the people who lived in the 
district they served, was to reject this 
Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


**To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Major Rasch.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


*(3.30.) Mr. ROUND (Essex, Har- 
wich), speaking as a director of this 
company, admitted that over-crowding 
took place on this railway at particular 
times of the day. But the managing 
director informed him that it was im- 
possible to carry the enormous quantity 
of people who wished to travel at the 
same time, both in the morning and in 
the evening. The directors much re 
gretted the inconvenience that these 
people suffered. As to the necessity for 
further stations at Ilford or elsewhere, 
he would only say that when the 
number of inhabitants admitted of it, 
the directors would consider the ques- 
tion of a station, but they could give no 
Then the hon. 
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Member had complained of the condition 
of the station at East Ham. He fully 
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of capital, which had all been spent in 
improving and developing the line, could 


admitted that that station was not what 


it should be, but then his directors were 
now engaged in re-constructing it, and 
they had recently entered into a contract 
amounting to £46,000 for the purpose 
of renewing that station completely. 
The reason why the work had not been 
already begun was that it had been 
delayed by the negotiations with the 


District Council; otherwise the con- | 


tractor would have commenced on the 
station many months ago, and great 
expense to the Company would have 
been saved) Then came the ques- 
tion of workmen’s trains. He believed 
on that point the company had 
complied with the requirements of the 
Board of Trade, and if they had not done 
so, no doubt the President of the Board 
of Trade would see that the matter was 
put right. The object of the present 
Bill was to improve the line, to develop 
it and to widen it, especially between 
Bromley and Plaistow. The directors, 
in fact, were endeavouring to give that 
further accommodation, the lack of 
which was complained of. They also 
wanted to obtain powers to electrify the 
line. The only proper course for the 


House to adopt was to send the 
Bill upstairs to Committee, where 
it could be dealt with in the usual 


manner. If any hon. Member or the 
representative of any authority in the 
district wished to make any definite com- 
plaint before that Committee the directors 
would not object gin any way. With 
regard to the station accommodation 
generally a very large sum had_ been 
spent since 1891 in the construction 
and the renewal of most of the stations 
on the line. Altogether £163,000 had 
been spent in renewing and improv- 
ing stations since that date, including 
the new station at West Ham. Some- 
times complaint was made of the high 


dividends paid by the Company. Last | 


year it paid 5} per cent. a larger 
dividend than it had ever earned before, 
the average yearly dividend being under 
4}. He must remind hon. Members that 
When the present Chairman of the com- 
pany took charge of it twenty-five years 
ago the capital of the company was under 
£1,000,000 sterling, and it was now 


over £3.500,000, and this large addition | 





| was to be 


not have been raised without good credit, 
which the management of the Company 
enabled it to obtain. 


(3.40.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
thought it must be admitted the hon. 
Member had made a rather bad case for 
the Bill. The objeet of the Bill was to 
secure for the Railway Company further 
facilities, and the objection to it was 
that the company had _ persistently 
refused to give the inhabitants of the 
district those reasonable facilities which 
were given by every other line. The 
company would not be put to serious 
inconvenience by the measure being left 
over for another year, and if that course 
were adopted there would be time to 
negotiate with the company which 
would probably see that it was to its 
interest to meet the people of the district 
in a different spirit to that which it had 
hitherto displayed. Overcrowding was 
an intolerable nuisance. Thousands 
upon thousands of hard working people 
had to go to London every day, and 
these suburban lines which worked the 
thickly inhabited districts ought to be 
taught that they must provide reason- 
able and decent facilities to the people 
out of whom they made their money. 
The hon. Member should have given 
some better assurances with regard to 
over-crowding. He admitted that the 
stations were ina shocking state and 
he said that one station was going to be 
improved, and that a great deal of money 
spent upon it. Surely in 
regard to that matter the local authori- 
ties might have been satisfied by the 
company before the discussson took 
place in the House. 


*Mr. ROUND: They are satisfied. 

Mr. LOUGH: No. If they were 
satisfied we should not have received 
the numerous petitions that have 
reached us. 


*Mr. ROUND: The East Ham Council, 
which is the only local Council that is 
petitioning, is, I believe, practically 
satisfied. 
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give usa pledge that the station would 
have been built at Ilford before? The 
hon. Member who moved the rejection 
of the Bill spoke of the very unsatis- 
factory accommodation given in regard 
to workmen’s trains. They had been 
told that the requirements of the Board 
oi Trade had been satisfied. That, was 
a perfectly inaccurate statement of what 
had taken place. A few years ago action 
was taken against the company to 
compel them to provide proper accom- 
modation in this respect, and the Board 
of Trade, approving of the demand of 
the working men, called upon the 
company to furnish certain accommoda- 
tion. The company at first refused to 
do so, and all that they had, in fact, 
done, and done most reluctantly, had 
been to give the minimum accommoda- 
tion ordered by the Board of Trade, 
instead of endeavouring as they should 
have done to meet the real requirements 
of their district. They had met the 
complaints of the workmen in a narrow 
and grudging spirit. The overcrowding 
ought to be stopped at once. It was a 
flagrant evil in connection with suburban 
traffic, and we would therefore suggest 
that this Bill ought to be left over until 
the company had given more complete 
and full satisfaction to the local authori- 
ties of the district. 


(3.50.) Masor BANES (West Ham, 
S.) said that in justice to the population 
of the district which this line served, he 
was bound to support this Bill, and he 
most earnestly appealed to Members of 
the House to vote for the Second 
Reading of the Bill, which was intended 
for the benefit of the people of the 
district, whose complaints would be in- 
tensified unless it was passed. He was not 
surprised at the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, as they appeared to be the 
special advocates for all who felt they 
had a grievance, but he was sorry 
to find his hon. friends the Members for 
the Chelmsford Division and for Rom- 
ford opposing this Bill. He thought he 
had satisfied them both, and that they 
would have dropped their opposition. All 
of them spoke from hearsay and rumour 
only, but if anyone had authority to 
speak for the district round East and 
West Ham, it was surely himself. He had 
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been a resident for nearly fifty years. 
He had worked entirely amongst the 
working classes there, and had no. 
interest in West Ham except that of a 
ratepayer who had taken an active 
part in its public life, having been 
a member of the old Local Board 
of Wealth, a member for twenty-seven 
years of the School Board, one of the 
first Aldermen of the Borough, and the 
Parliamentary representative of the 
Southern Division for fifteen years. He 
had no connection, directly or indirectly, 
with the line, but he wished to correct 
the misrepresentations which had gone 
abroad. The Council of the Borough of 
West Ham, and the District Council of 
East Ham had dropped their opposition, 
but were themselves mainly the cause 
of the delays and the unfortunate 
situation which he admitted did 
exist at the present time. ‘The 
Ratepayers’ Association and the Trades- 
men’s Association had a _ conference 
with the Directors, the hon. Members. 
for Romford and Chelmsford, and 
himself, in the House of Commons, 
and listened to the explanations given to 
them by the Managing Director, and he 
thought that they were satisfied. He 
was therefore surprised to hear that they 
were opposing this Bill. He remembered 
the opening of the line, and he said it 
was unmistakable that this district, 
which had, during the last twenty years, 
become the centre of an enormous 
population, had been wonderfully 
well served both by the Great 
Eastern Railway Company and_ by 
the London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Company. The Directors in every case 
where they had been able to meet the 
demands of the public had invariably 
done so. He was one of the first to 
approach the Directors on behalf of the 
working men of the district, and in con- 
sequence of the representations he made, 
the Board did everything they wished, 
putting on extra trains, and starting 
them earlier and later, so as to give 
every possible accommodation. They 
could not put on more than they did, 
unless they undertook to widen the line 
throughout and get a new outlet into 
london. Their only outlet now was 
the Fenchurch Street station of the 
G.E.R., and it was not possible for 
the Southend and Tilbury line to 
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get one extra train in there. He 
had often waited at a _ station 
and had to let two trains pass by 
before he could get a seat in a first class 
railway carriage. But that was not 
the fault of the railway directors. It 
was impossible for them to put on 
more trains in the time, but they were 
now seeking powers to open up new 
lines which they hoped would enable 
them to supply the deficiency and to 
give more accomodation for workmen. 
He took a deputation from the West 
Ham Council to the directors, who gave 


assurances which were accepted as 
satisfactory. But at the meeting of the 
Council their representations were 


treated, as usual, with abuse of rail- 
way directors in general, and wrangling 
and quarrelling amongst themselves, 
such as had made the Borough 
a scandal to municipalities. With 
regard to East Ham station, the 
directors of the ‘Tilbury line — got 
power in 1898 to make it, and in 
January, 1900, they asked the Council 
to widen the approaches to it in accord- 
ance with the agreement come to in the 
Bill. In May in the same year the 
Council agreed to make the approaches 
not more than 45 feet wide, but as 
nothing was done the company had to 
make a further application, and in 
November they pointed out to the 
Council it was absolutely necessary to 
have a definite reply. it was not until 
July, 1901, that the Council agreed to 
50 feet, and even now the agreement was 
not yet sealed. It was clear that the delay 
had been caused by the laxity of the 
Council, and could not be justly 
attributed to the company, who had to 
alter all their plans at a great expense 
and delay the work. He recollected the 
hon. Member for Battersea, when 
speaking in defence of the London 
County Council, said that outside Borough 
Councillors were merely the photographic 
negatives to receive the ideas of their 
officials; and as regards West Ham no 
truer description could be given. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now going off the 
Tilbury line 


*Masor BANES: I am very sorry, 
Sir. I was about to show that these 
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Councils are at the bottom of all the 
delays and complaints made against our 
railway companies, and that land 
jobbery and Council jobbery are the 
curse of West Ham, through the heavy 
burdens laid upon the ratepayers in 
legal and Parliamentary expenses in 
opposing every other public body. | 
will not trouble the House further. 


(4.0.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.) said a very large number of his 
constituents were deeply interested in this 
question, and the House need not be 
surprised at their bringing forward the 
grievances of the residents, for it really 
was the only way they had of bringing 
pressure to bear on the directors who, 
he was afraid, had been very lax. If 
his hon. friend succeeded in throwing 
out the Bill, it would electrify the 
directors. It might be impossible for 
the directors, with the limited means 
at their disposal, to run a sufficiency 
of workmen’s trains, but some of them 
have a shrewd Suspicion that the Com- 
pany, in order to avoid expense, were 
refraining from using the right they 
had of running trains into Liverpool 
Street. If those powers existed, then 
he hoped they would be brought 
into operation, so that the company 
might convey their passengers to and 
from business in a reasonable fashion. 
No one would contend that to have 
twenty-two or twenty-four people in a 
single compartment of a carriage was 
a proper way of carrying passengers. 
Yet people were forced to travel under 
these conditions day by day, and they 
protested most strongly against this 
systematic overcrowding. If the com- 
plaints had reference to overcrowding 
and the insufficiency of trains alone, he 
could realise that there might be some 
excuse. But there was no excuse what- 
ever for any railway company maintain- 
ing year after year railway stations 
which were not fit for women to go 
into, dirty stations, dirty waiting-rooms, 
dirty railway carriages, and _ filthy 
East Ham _ Station, 
which is now to be put in a proper 
condition, was admitted to be in a 


‘state which to say the least it ought 
/not to bein, and he knew as a matter of 


fact that women have not been able: 
to use some portions of that statiom 
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for a long time past. There was a 
maximum of discomfort, and there was 
great risk of injury owing to the 
narrowness and unsatisfactory character 
of the exits. That was the sort of 
thing which the railway company could 
have prevented. Some pressure must 
be brought from time to time by the 
House to bear upon, he would. not 
say upon the directors, but possibly 
upon the officials of the company who 
were not as keenly alive to modern 
requirements as they ought to be. But 
it this Bill were not read a second time, 
then he feared that the evils of which 
they complained would simply continue, 
whereas if the Bill were read a second 
time he hoped that something might 
be done to remove those evils. Having 
raised a public protest against the 
company’s neglect of a public duty 
which was not denied, the House would 
he well advised to give the Bill a second 
reading with the distinct intimation to 
the railway company that this line 
must be maintained with a due regard 
to the interests of passengers as well as 
the dividends of shareholders. 


(4.5.) Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN or 
WAYS anp MEANS (Mr. JEFFREYS, 
Hampshire, N.): It is not my business or 
desire to support the railway company, 
but I have been informed by the 
promoters of the Bill that if it is 
allowed to be read a second time there 
will be no objection raised on any 
technical ground should any hon. 
Members who have opposed it desire 
to give evidence before the Committee 
as representing the ratepayers. I believe 
it has been said that the ratepayers have 
no proper locus standi before the Com- 
iittee upstairs. But the promoters and 
agents have told me that they are quite 
willing to waive any opposition that they 
may have power to raise not only to hon. 
Gentlemen in this House, but to others 
representing the ratepayers who may 
desire to give evidence against the Bill. 
An hon. Member has pointed out that 
if this Bill is lost on the Second Reading 
it may do more harm to the locality. 
Reference has been made to the over- 
crowding of carriages, and I would like 
to point out that under this Bill it is 
intended to widen the line and to put on 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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more railway stock, thus giving an oppor- 
tunity of carrying a greater number of 
passengers. 1 think if the Bill went 
upstairs there would be much more 
chance of getting the grievances com- 
plained of remedied than there would 
be by rejecting it, and I therefore hope 
that the Bill will be read a second time. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINGLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he had been in_ personal 
contact with the directors and had 
brought under their notice over and 
over again this subject of overcrowding 
and the bad accommodation at the 
stations. He had approached, too, the 
President of the Board of Trade and 
had given him photographs showing the 
dirty state East Ham Station was in. 
So far they had got no good results. 
But. now they had the directors making 
a death-bed repentance. They had 
suddenly awakened to the fact that the 
House would no longer tolerate these 
grievances. The population of the dis- 
trict of East Ham had grown from 
10,000 to over 100,000, and yet the 
accommodation in many instances had 
not been in any way increased. The 
company alleged that the opposition to 
this Bill emanated from land grabbers 
and other people who desired to develop 
It was nothing of the kind. 
He contended, on behalf of the inhabitants 
of these parts, that they should have 
decent railway accommodation, and that 
they should be able to travel to town in 
a certain time in fit carriages. The 
company admitted that the carriages 
were dirty and that there was over- 
crowding. He had been in the habit 
of travelling up and down the line for 
five or six years; and he said it 
was frequently impossible to get a 
seat at all. Many people had to ‘stand, 
and sometimes he had seen nine or ten 
standing in a compartment. He 
introduced a deputation to the directors 
the other day. The hon. Member for 
South West Ham said the directors 
satisfied them. But they did nothing of 
the kind. They went away, feeling that 
they had been done, and they came to 
the cone usion that they got nothing from 
the directors whatever. Mr. Stride told 
them how difficult it was to get trains 
into Fenchurch Street, but they obtained 
no satisfactory assurances whatever 
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in regard to remedying the evil com- 
plained of. 


that they must come another year 
for their Bill, and that they must 
keep the promises they made on previous 


occasions, would convince them that they | 


could not ride the high horse in order to 


holders, and not give the public any 
accommodation whatever. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
wish to ask the Deputy Chairman of 
Committees if he can inform the House 
whether it will be possible for the 
Committee to hear evidence from people 
who have not petitioned against the 


{21 MarcH 1902} 

Mr. JEFFREYS: I distinctly asked 
that question of the proper authorities. 
and was informed that if the promoters 
did not object to the witnesses giving 
their evidence the Committee could 


He hoped that the House | 
of Commons, in telling the directors 


give larger dividends to their share- | they can stop the evidence. 
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receive it. If counsel, however, on behalt 
to the promoters, do object, of course 
They have, 
however, said they will not object. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: Iam serving 
on a Committee myself, and it will be 
utterly impossible for me to give evidence. 


(4.16.) Question put. 








Bill. He has stated that the promoters 
have agreed to raise no objection, but will 


it be possible ? 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Balearres, Lord 

balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds). 
Balfour, K. R. (Christchurch) 
Banes, Major George Edward 
sartley, George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Caine, William Sproston 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A. (Gl sgw. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshre 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A.( Worcester) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


The House divided: Ayes, 166; Noes, 


88. (Division List No. 84.) 


AYES. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Xt. Hon. A. Akers. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir Wim. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man. ) 
Finlay, Sir Robert, Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 5S. W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn. J.E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’t 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gurdon, Sir W, Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Kt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Lawrence, Kent(Ashfrd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale. 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobnouse, Henry (Somerset E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brights’de 


| Horner, Frederick Witliam 


Houldsworth,Sir Wm. Henry 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Howard, J.(Midd. Tottenham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott i 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 





Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jebb, Sir Richard, Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D., Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Gurrie 
Leverson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milvain Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, WilliamArthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer ; 
Partington, Oswald 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Randles, John S. 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
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Rea, Russell 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridleys. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville,:Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouce. Stroud) 
Atheriey-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

F french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Cerrie 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Main Question put and agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 


Simeon, Sir Barrivgton 
Smith,H.C.(N’th’mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts) 


NOES. 


Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. James( Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, DavidJ.(W Ithamst’ w 
Murphy, John 

Nanoetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. ( ralway, N.) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, Kendal(Tipp'rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick, Kilkenny 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, James, (Wickl’w, W. 
O Donnell. T. (Kerry, W.) 

(’ Dowd, John 

( Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscomm’n,N. 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestlev, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 


Ordered, that 
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Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm., H.( Yorks.) 
Wood, James 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayres 
Mr. Cohen and Mr. Ban- 
bury. 


Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dunifries 
toberts, John H. (Denbizhis.) 
toche, John 
{unciman, Walter 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn C.R.(N rtivnts 
Stevenson.Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamory n, E.) 
Thomas,F. Freeman( Hastings) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Kobert 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. BR.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Major Rasch and Captain 
Norton. 


the Bills be 


read a 








Bill read a second time and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH.) 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 

with, viz.— 

Birmingham Corporation Water Bill 


| Lords. | 


Liverpool Grain Storage and Transit 
‘ Company Bill [Lords.] 


second time. 


PROVISION AL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
teport from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time upon Monday next. 
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CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL 
(PRINCE OF WALES'S CONSENT 
SIGNIFIED.) 

tead the third time, and passed. 


ERDINGTON TRAMWAYS BILL, 
FINEDON cna DISTRICT WATER 
= 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL TRAM- 
WAYS BILL, 
SHEPTON MALLET GAS BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed. 


COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 
As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


HIGHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN 


WATER BOARD BILL, 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL, 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

The Deputy CHAIRMAN presented 
Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Deputy 
Chairman in the House of Commons to 
the Secretary for Scotland (in accordance 
with Standing Order 252, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899). 

That the General Order not complied 
with in respect of the Coatbridge Gas 
Provisional Order ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Order allowed to proceed, 
provided that Clause 25 be struck out of 
the said Order. 


That the General Orders not complied 
with in respect of the Rothesay Tramways 


(Extensions) Provisional Order ought to_ 


be dispensed with, and the Order 


allowed to proceed, provided that the | 


powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1 
and 2 be struck out of the Order, and 
the consent of the County Council of 
3ute to so much of Tramway No. 3 as 
affects the interest of the County Council 
acting as Royal Authority, be proved 
before the Examiner 
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teport to lie upon the Table. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LAND FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 

Ordered, that the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
the New Forest (Sale of Land for 
Public Purposes) Bill, with respect to 
compliance with the Standing Orders 
relative to Private Bills. —(Mr. Austen 
( ‘hamberlain.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to — 
Lincoln and East Coast Railway and 


Dock (Abandonment) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the Urban District 
Council of North Darley to construct 
waterworks and to supply water within 
the district; and for other purposes.” 


{Darley Dale Water Bill | Lords. | 


DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [LORDS]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


_——— 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dysart, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
len 
FOREIGN COMPETING GOODS. 
Petitions for the imposition of a 
Customs Revenue Duty ; from Kidder- 
minster ; Barrow in Furness ; Henley ; 
| Fulham ; and Leicester ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Longsight ; 
Great Grimsby ; Greasborough ; Ealing ; 
Askam ; Sheffield ; Ampthill ; Bristol ; 
Stepney ; Eccles; and Dewsbury; to 
lie upon the Table, 

PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 


(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


| Petitions in favour ; from Balavil ; 
| Glasgow ; Montrose ; Paisley ; and 
Perth ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petition from Selkirk, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


SHOPS BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, against ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 
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State for the Colonies whether any of 
the medical staff of the refugee camps 
have complained of their treatment by 
the chief superintendent ; and whether 


the same have been dismissed by him 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Ordered, March 20th; Mr. Gerald 
Balfour| ; to lie upon the Table, and to | 


be printed. [No. 111.] 
RAILWAY, ETC., BILLS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 


[Ordered, March 20th; J/r. Gerald Bat- | 


four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 112.] 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Amending General 
Order for the regulation of proceedings 
under and in pursuance of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 

COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAB). 

Copy presented, of Report 351 
(Jamaica, Annual Report for 1900-1901) 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 

Copy presented, of Despatch by Genera 
Lord Kitchener, dated February 8th, 
1902, relative to Military Operations in 
South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

AFRICA (No. 3, 1902). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Rising of the Mullah 
Muhammed Abdullah in Somaliland and 
consequent Military Operations, 1901-2 
(in continuation of Africa (No. 5, 1901) 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2750 to 2753 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(4.30.) QUESTIONS. 
South African War—Refugee Camps. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


without notice or reason assigned. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) No, Sir, I have not 
received any complaint, but I may say 
I have absolute confidence in Sir 
William Maxwell, and I would not 
dream of interfering with his discretion 
in dealing with his subordinates. 


Orange River Colony—Flogging 
of Natives. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester: 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will state who is the 
deputy administrator of the Orange River 
Colony, and, with 


‘speech made by that official. at Bloem- 


fontein on March 12th, 
policy there indicated of supplementing 
or replacing other punishments for 
natives by flogging will be disavowed 
by His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: © The 
Deputy Administrator of the Orange 
River Colony is Colonel Goold Adams, 
formerly Resident Commissioner of the 
Bechuanaland Protectorate. I have no 
official information as to the alleged 
speech, but have telegraphed for 4 
report. I do not gather that Major 
Goold Adams proposes either to sup 
plement or replace other punishments 
by flogging, but only that, in his 
opinion there are certain offences for 
which flogging is now administered, and 
which may be best repressed by this form 
of punishment. 


Disease among the Troops—Special 
Sanitary Inquiry. 
Sr WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War if he can state the names 


|of the special sanitary officers who have 


been sent to South Africa to inquire into 


| the origin and spread of enteric fever and 
'other preventable diseases among the 


troops, with the dates of their appoint- 


reference to the 
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ments, the length of time spent in South 
Africa on these duties, and the duties on 
which they are now engaged. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Three gentlemen were specially 
employed in August, 1900, to inquire 
into the subjects mentioned: Dr. Simp 
son, Colonel Notter, and Major Bruce. 
Dr. Simpson served until November, 
1901, with an interval of five months 
when he was employed on plague duties ; 
he has now gone to Hong Kong to 
investigate the recurrence of plague 
there. Colonel Notter served till October, 
1901, when he returned to England ; 
he is now acting as Principal Medical 
Officer at Aldershot. Major Bruce served 
till October, 1901; he is now serving on 
the Advisory Board for Medical Services. 
Captain Beveridge and Captain Cooper, 
R.A.M.C., who were already in South 
Africa, were also employed on the same 
work. The recommendations of these 
gentlemen are being carefully carried out 
by the responsible medical officers on 
the spot. 


Messrs. Houlder Brothers’ Contracts. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the total 
amount of indebtedness to Messrs. 
Houlder Brothers incurred by his Depart- 
ment during the South African War, 
together with particulars. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I will obtain the 
figure required, but I cannot give details 
of all the contracts. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman kindly give me 
the total amount ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have said so. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: When ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The Question only 
appeared on the Paper this morning. I 
cannot say when. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I will repeat | 


the Question. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask | 
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state the total amount incurred by way 
of contract or otherwise and paid to 
Messrs. Houlder Brothers during the 
South African War by his Department 
for transport or other services. I only 
ask this Question in the interests of 
justice. 


*THoe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, W. ): 
The total amount incurred is £482,932, 
of which £420,519 has been actually 
paid. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
what percentage Messrs. Houlder make 
on this amount? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Increase of Army Pay. 

Mr. COLSTON (Gloucestershire, Thorn- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the sergeant 
majors of the Regular Army and Militia 
and non-commissioned permanent staff of 
the auxiliary forces will, under the new 
Army scheme, enjoy the increased pay 
and other advantages proposed to be 
given to other ranks of the service. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The sergeant majors 
of the regular forces and Militia and the 
non-commissioned officers on the per- 
manent staff of the auxiliary forces who 
are serving on their Army engagements 
will be granted the increases of pay 
mentioned—-on the dates on which they 
become payable to other ranks. 


| Remount Officers—Alleged Speculations. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottinghamshire, W_) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he has now inquired into the 
holding of shares by Major Peters, while 
a remount officer, in the ‘ Royston 
and the “Beacon Grange,” 


| ships built and used for the transport of 
| remounts ; if so, whether he can state the 
result of his inquiry and what further he 


proposes to do in the matter. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A communication 


| has been addressed to this officer by 


mail; a reply cannot therefore be ex- 
pected for some time. 


Peak Hotel Barracks, Hong Kong. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


the Secretary to the Admiralty if he will | beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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if he will furnish the name of the 
Commanding Officer who recommended 
the purchase of the Hotel on the Peak, 
Hong Kong, for barracks, at a cost of 
upwards of £39,000 ; and was he advised 
by a valuer ; if so, by whom. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The purchase was 


recommended by Major General | Black, 
acting on the unanimous recommendations 
of his responsible advisers. 


Ammunition for Rifle Clubs. 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire,E.) : I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 


tary to the War Office if the Government | 


have recently raised the charge for 
service ammunition supplied to rifle clubs 
from £4 to £5 per 1,000 rounds ; and, if 
so, will he take steps to counteract the 
loss which would arise from this increased 
price to their clubs in their shooting 
practice. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The price charged 


has been that fixed by the current. 


vocabulary rates ; it was £5 per thousand 
from October, 1900, and from the Ist 
April next it will be £4 17s. 6d.; it has 
never been as low as £4. 


Pay of Royal Marines. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
whether corresponding increases of pay 
to those about to be made to the Army 
are to be extended to non-commissioned 
officers and men of the Corps of Royal 
Marines. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The matter 
has never been lost sight of, and is now 
under consideration, but I am not at 
present able to make any announcement 
on the subject. 


Hong Kong Naval Yard Accounts. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty, seeing that the 
Comptroller and Auditor General had 
not been furnished with the Hong Kong 
Naval Yard Expense Account for the 
year 1900-01 by 18th February 1902, 
the date of his Report, will he state the 
cause of his delay in sending forward 
this Account ; and will steps be taken to 


ensure this Account being rendered | 
| Article III. 


punctually in future. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The delay 
in the preparation of the Annual 
Accounts for the Hong Kong Naval 
Yard for 1900-01 was owing to the 
exceptional pressure of work at the 
Yard consequent on the disturbed state 
of affairs in China. Steps have been 
taken to strengthen the clerical staff at 
Hong Kong, and it is not anticipated 
that the preparation of the Accounts 
will be again delayed. 


Anglo-Japanese Agreement. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether, under the Anglo-Japanese 
Agreement, Great Britain would have 
any greater right to constitute herself 
the sole judge of the existence, within 
the meaning of Article I., of aggressive 
action or disturbances threatening British 
interests, or of the indispensableness, 
within the meaning of Article 1. of 
measures to safeguard them, than Japan 
would have to constitute herself the sole 
judge of the question whether under 
Article III. all the events had happened 
necessary to lay any obligation on her 
to come to the assistance of Great Britain; 
whether the obligation to render assist- 
ance arises except where the aggressive 
action or the disturbances have in fact 
existed, and the consequent measures 
have in fact become indispensable; 
whether the obligation to communicate 
fully and frankly under Article V. is 
designed to obviate in advance differences 
of opinion between the contracting 
Powers as to the actual existence of the 
circumstances whereby alone the obliga- 
tions contemplated by Article III. can be 
originated ; and, whether the obligation 
to communicate under Article V. is the 
only obligation in the Treaty which is 
imposed on either Government by the 
existence of an opinion in the mind of 
the other. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): There is no difference 
between the obligations assumed by 
Great Britain and Japan respectively 
under Articles I. and III. of the Agree- 
ment; they are strictly reciprocal. The 
obligation to render assistance under 
would arise in each case 
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only where the conditions contemplated | 


in that article as well as those contem- | 
plated in Articles I. and II. had in fact | 
arisen. The hon. Member is correct in | 
his supposition with regard to the object 
of Article V., but the provision is evi- 
dently required on every ground by the 
cordial and intimate relations which, 
apirt from the specific obligations, the 
Agreement has established between the 


‘two Powers. 


Rebellion in China. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he will give the House the 
latest information as to the alleged 
revellion in China. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: According to 
the information received from the 
Acting British Consul General at Canton 
through His Majesty’s Minister at Peking, 
the Chinese authorities reported that a 
rebellion had broken out in the west of 
Kwangsi, and was due to troops having 
mutinied because their pay was in 
arrear. We have reason to believe that 
the importance of the incident has been 
exaggerated, but our information is now 
some days old and further inquiry is 


.being made of His Majesty’s Minister. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Can the 
noble Lord say, in reference to the 
alleged rebellion, whether the statement 
in the papers is accurate as to the going 
over of 20,000 Chinese troops to the 


rebels % 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I am afraid I 
must ask for notice of that Question. 


British Consular Office at Kobe, Japan. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
in view of the fact that loss and incon- 
venience is caused to British subjects on 
account of His Majesty’s Consular Office 
at Kobe, Japan, being only open from 
10 a.m. to 12 noon, and from 2 p.m. to 
4 pm., and seeing that the United 
States Consular Offices in the East are 
only closed for one hour in the middle 
of the day, can arrangements be made 
for a similar practice to be followed in 


the British Consulates in Japan. 
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*LorD CRANBORNE : Lam not aware 
that any complaints have been made by 
British subjects of inconvenience caused 
by the arrangements described in the 
question,and I understand that very little 
business is transacted in Japan between 
noon and 2 p.m. Should complaint 
arise the matter will be referred to His 
Majesty's Minister at Tokio for report. 


Welsbach Incandescent Mantles. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state how many persons were last 
year committed to Holloway Gaol in 
connection wlth the sale or use of 
incandescent mantles alleged to be in- 
fringements of the Welsbach Incandes- 
cent Gas Light Company’s British 1893 
patent. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcule, Croydon): The number was 
four. 


Flash Point of Petroleum. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim S8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he can state when 
he will be prepared to bring in a Bill to 
give effect to the recommendations of the 
Select Committee to raise the flash point 
of petroleum to 100 degrees. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The answer isin the 
negative. 


Light Railways in the Highlands. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, whether 
he is aware that it has not been found 
possible to secure the construction of 
light railways in the poorer districts of 
the Highland crofting counties under 
The Light Railways Act, 1896; and will 
he consider the expediency of  intro- 
ducing legislation, such as will give the 
Treasury wider powers than are now 
allowable under section five of the Act 
when dealing with light railway schemes 
promoted in the crofting counties. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Gerad BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): No, sir; I am _ not 
satisfied as to the necessity of any amend- 


_ment of the Light Railways Act in the 
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direction suggested. I may 
four lines in the districts in question 
have already been authorised by Light 
Railway Orders. and that a fifth Order 
has recently been submitted to the Board 
of Trade for confirmation. One at least 
of the authorised lines is in a forward 
state of construction. [ree grants have 
been promised by the Treasury — subject 
to the usual conditions—in the case o: 
four out of the five lines, amounting in 
all to £91,000. 


Horse Breeding from Diseased Stallions. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a resolution of the Devonshire County 
Council recommending that county 
councils should be empowered by legisla- 
tion to prohibit the use for hire within 
their districts of stallions suffering from 
hereditary disease ; and whether he can 
see his way to initiating measures to give 
effect to such a recommendation. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansvury, 
Preston) : The opinion of the Devonshire 
County Council is of course important, 
but so far it has not been supported by 
those most interested in the question, 
such as the Royal Agricultural Society or 
the Hunters’ Improvement Society. 
Until the question, which is one involving 
a new principle, has been much more 
fully discussed it would, I think, be pre- 
mature to initiate any legislation. 


Postal Order Counterfoils. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
the Post Office authorities will soon be 
prepared to issue to the public books of 
postal orders with counterfoils, as 
indicated in his reply of last session. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I must ask 
the hon. Member to refer to the answer 
on this subject which I gave to the hon. 
Member for Canterbury on the 11th of 
last month. + 


t See (4) Debates, cii, 993. 
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P.O. Mail Contracts—Compensation for 
Injured Employees. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, with reference 
to the new contract being entered into or 
already concluded between the Post 
Ottice and the Railway Companies for the 
conveyance of His Majesty’s mails, 
whether such contract provides that for 
the future, in the event of accidents 
occurring by which Post Office servants 
are injured, the entire responsibility of 
compensating such servants shall rest 
with the Post Office : and, if so, will such 
arrangement be binding without the 
consent of the officers concerned being 
first obtained. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN - 
There is no general contract with rail- 
way companies collectively for the 
conveyance of mails. The Postmaster 
General enters into a contract with each 
of the principal companies as occasion 
requires, but no alteration such as the 
hen. Member seems to have in view in 
the practice of compensating Post Office 
servants injured on the railway is 
contemplated. 


Geological Survey. 

*Mr. DAVID THOMAS — (Merthyr 
Tydvil): | beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion if he can state generally what pro- 
gress has been made in the investigation 
now being conducted by the Geological 
Survey at South Kensington; whether 
all the parts of the revised , Survey 
relating to the coalfields of Great Britain 
will be completed in time to be available 
for the recently appointed Coal Com- 
mission within the next couple of years; 
and whether the new Survey, in so 
far as it has yone, has added materially 
to the quantity of coal estimated to be 
availiable when the Royal Commission of 
1866 reported, and particularly to the 
area of coal believed to underlie the 
newer formations. 


THe SECRETARY to tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr, Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) (for Sir 
J. Gorst): The re-survey of the North 
Staffordshire Coalfield has been com- 
pleted. With regard to the South Wales 
main portion will be: 
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finished in two years; and that of Pem- 
brokeshire will probably not be com- 
pleted till rather later. The remaining 
coalfields to be re-surveyed on an six 
inch scale cannot be finished within the 
two years mentioned. ‘The results of the 
re-survey have not added materially to 
the estimates of the Royal Commission 
of 1866. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: Does the 
latter part of the hon. Member’s answer 
apply to the quantity of coal estimated 
to underlie the tertiary formation ! 


Me. GRANT LAWSON: I gather that 
the estimates have not been materially 
added to. 


Illegal Trawling at Barra Head. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether the Secretary 
for Seotland has received a copy of a 
Resolution passed at a meeting of the 
inhabitants of the Point district of the 
Island of Lewis. urging the Government 
to close the Minch against trawlers by 
rendering trawling illegal between Barra 
Head and Cape Wrath; and will he say 
What action it is proposed to take in the 
matter. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
wnswer to the first paragraph of the 
hon. Member's Question is in the affirma- 
tive. That to the second is that no 
authority exists to make the bye-laws 
suggested, and that as the Secretary for 
Scotland is not satisfied that a case has 
heen made out for the restrictions indi- 
cated he does not propose to take any 
action at present. He endeavoured to 
explain the position of matters more 
tully than can be done in reply to a 
Question in this House in a letter to Mr. 
Morrison, a copy of which will be sent to 
the hon. Member. 


Parliamentary Committee Rooms— 
Ventilation Arrangements. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): | beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether his attention 
has been called to the only Committee 
Rooms in which the new tans are work- 
ing are those unoccupied at present by 
and whether he will take 
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steps before the end of the Easter holi 
days to have the fans connected electri- 
cally in all the rooms. 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER © or 
WORKS (Mr, Akers DouaG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): No, Sir; I was not 
aware of the fact alluded to in the first 
paragraph of the hon. Member’s Question, 
as the allocation of the Committee 
Rooms does not rest with me. I am, 
however, assured by the authorities who 
decide these matters that the hon. 
Member has been misinformed and that 
all these rooms have recently been in 
use. The improvements in the ventila- 
tion of the Committee rooms are being 
pressed forward with all possible speed, 
and | hope will be completed at an early 
date. 


Hamilton-Synge Estate, County Armagh. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will inquire into the cause of the 
delay in the sale of the Hamilton-Synge 
Estate, Tullinarul, County Armagh; 
whether he is aware that many of the 
tenants on this estate, whose cases have 
been listed for three years and twice 
postponed by the judge, are now 
threatened with process ior arrears of 
rent; and whether he will see that these 
tenants suffer no loss through this delay. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): i have 
already stated that the Report of the 
Land Commission under the 40th Section 
ot the Act of 1896 was filed in the Land 
Judge's Court in January last. Numer- 
ous questions have arisen on the Report 
as to sub-lettings and sub-divisions of 
holdings. and until these difficulties have 
been arranged for, as far as practicable, 
by the solicitors having carriage of the 
sale, the Report will not be brought 
before the Land Judge for consideration. 
The pendency of proceedings under 
section 40 is not. in the opinion of the 
Land Judge, « reason for withholding 
payment of rent due by the tenants. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Am I to 
understand that the judge sanctioned 
these proceedings ! 


[No answer was returned. | 
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Loughshinny Harbour. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the condition 
of Loughshinny Harbour, County of 
Dublin; whether it is a fact that the 
pier at Loughshinny has now for several 
years been left but half built; and 
whether he will recommend the Board of 
Public Works in Ireland to devote to its 
completion a part of the money now at 
its disposal in the shape of repayments 
of loans out of the Sea Fisheries Fund, 
out of which the original grant for the 
pier referred to was made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
second query is in the negative. The 
pier was constructed as designed, and is 
in good order. No complaint has been 
received alleging that the accomoda- 
tion at the:pier is insufficient. In any 
case, the unexpended balance of the Sea 
Fisheries Fund has already been hy- 
pothecated. 


Mr. CLANCY: Do I understand that 
no complaints have been received?) And 
if so, is it not because of the difficulty of 
getting the Irish Government to answer 
questions 4 


{No answer was returned. | 


Irish National Board of Education. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has yet filled the vacancy created on 
the National Education Board by the 
resignation of His Grace the Archbishop 
of Dublin ; and, if not, when he intends 
to do so; and will he explain the cause 
of the delay in filling up this vacancy. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; I am 
unable to name the date at which this 
vacancy will be filled. In reply to the 
last query, it is important that a vacancy 
in a representative body should be filled 
by appointing a person qualified to act 
for the interests represented by the person 
who has resigned. This is no easy matter. 


Mr. CLANCY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to suggest that this 
Board is a really representative body ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Representative, but 


not elective. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Fill the- 
vacancy with some one from Germany. 


Morley Estate, County Cavan. 

Mr. M‘SGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
is he aware that the assignment of the 
Morley estate, in the County Cavan, to 
Messrs. Saunders and Johnstone, was not 
executed until the 21st November, 1901, 
and did not convey the rent or arrears 
then due on the estate to these gentle- 
men; is he aware that these gentlemen 
demanded the rent and arrears which 
belonged to Lord Morley from the 
tenants, and threatened ts take legal 
proceedings against them if they did not 
pay ; and will he, if documentary evidence 
as to the truth of these charges is placed 
at his disposal, direct proceedings to be 
taken against these gentlemen and their 
agents for intimidation and trying to 
obtain money under false pretences. 






THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): I am not aware of any of the 
matters mentioned in the first para- 
graph. If any of the parties aggrieved 
will go before a magistrate and make 
an information disclosing a criminal 
offence, the course usual in all such 
cases will be followed in this. 


Irish Lights -—“Ierne” Fatality. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of ‘Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the circum- 
stances under which a man named Henry 
Williams lost his life off Wicklow Head 
on the 3ist August, 1901, while acting 
as a seaman on board the steamship 
“JTerne,” then engaged in the service of 
the Irish Lights Board; whether he is- 
aware that three eye-witnesses of his 
death made statements on oath, the pur- 
port of which was to show that neglect 
and unskilfulness were manifested in the 
management of the ship on the occasion 
referred to, and to this cause the death 
of Williams was to be attributed ; and, 
seeing that, although those depositions 
were placed before the Board of Trade, 
the Board has refused the request of the 
father of the drowned man that a sworb 
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inquiry should be held into the cireum- 
stances under which the fatality oceurred, 
whether he will state on what grounds 
the Board so refused, and whether it 
will now reconsider its decision, and 
order an inquiry. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The un- 
fortunate accident to which the hon. 
Member refers happened not on the 31st 
August, but on the 31st May last. The 
circumstances were carefully considered 
at the time, and the Beard of Trade were 
advised that they could not order a 
formal investigation. As I informed 
the hon. Member for North Louth last 
July, the Board of Trade sanctioned the 
payment by the Irish Lights Board of a 
gratuity of £50 to Williams's parents. 


Mr. CLANCY: On what ground did 
Board of Trade refuse the inquiry ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We were 


advised we had no power to order one. 


Sheep's Head, Bantry Bay—Suggested 
Lighthouse. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): 1 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the necessity that exists for a 
lighthouse at Sheep's Head, in Bantry 
Bay ; and seeing that Sheep’s Head is at 
the entrance to the harbour of Berehaven, 
and that a number of wrecks have 
occurred in recent years between Sheep’s 
Head and the Mizen Head, will he take 
steps for the erection of a lighthouse at 
Sheep’s Head. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
My attention has not been called to the 
necessity for a lighthouse at Sheep's 
Head in Bantry Bay, and I understand 
that the Commissioners of Irish Lights, 
who are responsible for the lighting of 
the coast, do not consider that the erection 
of a lighthouse at that spot is desirable. 


Telephonic Communication Between 
Dublin and Sligo. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury. as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether it is the intention of the Post 
Office authorities to construct a trunk 
telephone line between Dublin and Sligo 
and the intermediate towns. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
trunk circuit between Dublin and Sligo, 
serving the intermediate towns, could 
not be provided except under a guarantee 
to cover the minimum working expenses. 
The guarantee would be approximately 
£650 a year under an agreement for seven 
years. 


London Water Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): In 
regard to the Order of the Day relating 
to the London Water Bill, is there any 
objection to leaving it over till Monday ? 


THe FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, E.) : 
The resolution in reference to the London 
Water Bill has been postponed in order 
to give uninterrupted time to the discus- 
sion of the motion of censure, but in the 
interests of all concerned it is desirable 
that it should be disposed of without 
further delay. I do not think it is con- 
trary to the understanding that it should 
be taken today, and | may point out 
that the area of discussion is extremely 
restricted, and I cannot think that any 
serious slice of time will be taken away 
from hon.and gallant Gentlemen who wish 
to discuss the business which stands. 
second on the Paper. 


Mr. Dillon’s Suspension. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I desire to put a question with reference 
to a matter of order arising out of the 
suspension of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo last evening. It seems to me 
that, by what occurred, the House has 
got itself into a difficult and extraordinary 
position. Standing Order 21 is in course 
of amendment by the House, and the 
length of time during which suspension 
shall operate has been omitted, the Order 
simply declaring that the Member disre- 
garding the authority of the Chair shall 
be “suspended from the service of the 
House.”” I have given consideration to 
the matter, and it appears to me that, 
as the Order stands, my hon. friend will 
be suspended indefinitely until proroga- 
tion, or until the period is decided by a 
Motion carried in the House. If I am 
right in my interpretation of the rule, 
it appears to me that it is the duty of the 
Government to take an early opportunity 
of submitting a Motion on the subject. 
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As to the character of the Motion, | offer 


Message froim 


no opinion or suggestion ; the responsi- 
bility rests with the Government, and | 
have no desire to relieve them of it. | 
desire to ask if my interpretation of the 
existing rule is correct, and if so, | will 
further ask the Leader of the House 
what course he proposes to ask the House 
to take. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: So far as the hon. 
and learned Member asks his Question 
in reference to order. | can answer him 
shortly by saying that his interpretation 
of the present effect of the Standing Order 
is correct. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam prepared 
to answer the question which the right 
hon. Gentleman has put to me. The 
history of the Standing Order given by 
the hon. and learned Member is, | 
believe, absolutely correct. The new 
Standing Order has not yet been framed, 
the discussion having been interrupted 
when the House had decided to omit the 
old terms of suspension. The House in 
fact has not done more than pronounce 
its view that some alteration should be 
made in the periods for which suspension 
should be inflicted for breaches of the 
orders of the House. It has not yet 
said what the new terms are to be. [| 
think it would be most improper to take 
advantage of this to inflict on the hon. 
Member for East Mayo a sentence longer 
than the Standing Order in process of 
alteration provided originally, and I have 
no right to say that the term should be 
that which the Government propose in 
their Amendment of the Order. I will 
not pronounce any view of what sentence 
in strict Parliamentary ethics the offence 
deserved, but I think it is quite clear 
that until the House decides on the final 
form of the Order there should be no 
addition to the term as the Order stood 
at the beginning of the session. 1 think 
the House generally will agree that that 
would be an equitable treatment of the 
matter, and | will ask it to agree to a 
Motion to this effect. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will this 
Motion be taken at a time which will 
allow the possibility of discussion, for, of 
course, such a Motion will be debatable ? 
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| that 1 did not 
be a discussion of any great length ; but 





the Lords. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess J 


had thought such a Motion would pass 
by general consent and would not be 
taken advantage of to raise debate either 
on the original ground of suspension, if 
such should be in order, upon which | 
offer no opinion, or on the propriety of 
changing the rule. | think the proper 
opportunity for the Motion will be when 
the House is about to rise for the 
holidays. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: With the 
indulgence of the House, may | explain 
mean that there should 


I ask that the Motion should not be 
brought on ata time when there can be 
no discussion at all. Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give an undertaking to 
bring it on at a reasonably early hour, 
say, after the Irish Land Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I will consider 
that suggestion. 
GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Order for Second Reading upon 
Wednesday next read and discharged. 

Bill withdrawn. 

Leave given to present another 
instead thereof.—(Sir Junies Fergusson.) 


3ill 


GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

‘To amend the Law of Scotland as to 

Grocers’ Certificates,” presented accord- 

ingly, and read the first time; to be 


'read a second time upon Wednesday next, 


and to be printed. {Bill 133.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 

That they have appointed a Committee 
consisting of five Lords to join with a 
Committee of the Commons pursuant to 
Message of this House, “ That it is 
expedient that the London Water Bill be 
committed to a Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons,” and propose that the 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee 
Room A on Monday the 14th of April 


| next, at two o clock. 


Lords Message considered. 
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{21 Marcu 1902} 


Ordered, That the Committee of this | 


House do meet the Lords Committee as 
proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 
therewith. 


NEW BILLS. 


SALE OF INTOXICALING LULQUORS 
(LICENCES; (IRELAND). 
sill to amend the Law relating to issue 
of Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors in Ireland, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Claney, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Mooney, and Mr. T. L. Corbett. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING *LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BLLL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
issue of Licences for the Sale of Intoxi- 
eating Liquors in Treland,” presented and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 21st April, and to be 
printed. | Bill 1334. | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1sss) 
AMENDMENT. 

Biil to amend The Local Government 
Act, ISS88, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Spear, Mr. Duke, Mr. Channing, 
and Mr Schwann. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

To amend the Local Government 

Act, 1888,” presented, and read the first 

time; to be read a second time upon 

Tuesday, 15th April, and to be printed. 

[Bill 135. | 


“ 


INFANT LIFE PROTECTION 
AMENDMENT. 
sill to amend The Infant Life Pro- 
tection Act, 1897, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Spear, Mr. Duke, Mr Peel, Mr. 
Schwann, and Mr. Cawley. 


ACT (1897) 


INFANT LIFE PROTECTION 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Infant Life Protection 
Act, 1897,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 15th April, and to be printed. 


(Bill 136. ] 


ACT (1897) 


REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT (GLASGOW) BILL 
“To amend the Registration (Scotland) 
Acts in respect of the machinery for the 
registration of lodger voters in Glasgow,” 


Water Bill. 730 
presented by Mr Cameron Corbett, under 
Standing Order 31; supported by Mr. 
Baird, Mr. Cross, Mr. Law, Sir Jobn 
Stirling-Maxwell, and Mr. John Wilson 
(St. Rollox) ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 


(Bill 137. ] 


LONDON WATER BILL. 

(4.54.) THE PRESIDENTortit LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
Long, Bristol, 8S.) : In moving the Motion 
which stands in my name on the Paper, 
it is not necessary to say more than 
one or two words. ‘The House will find 
that the Motion merely carries out what 
was ordered by the House to be done 
ona Motion made following the Second 
Reading of the Bill. There are only one 
or two questions to which | would refer, 
viz., the date by which petitions are to 
be presented, and the number of the 
Committee. With regard to the num- 
ber of the Committee, | presume that 
communication me 
from any quarter, if the Committee is 
formed in the usual way, it wili probably 
be to the satisfaction of all parties con- 
cerned. I will merely point out that 
the quorum of three applies to the 
vortion of the Joint Committee appointed 
»y each House. It does not mean that 
three Members shall be a quorum of 
the Committee, but that three Members 
shall be the quorum of the portion of 
the Committee appointed by this House. 
The quorum of the Committee, -here- 
fore, will be six. The only othei point 
is as to the date by which petitions must 
be presented. In case any hon. Gentle- 
man considers that that date is unduly 
near, 1 may say that I put this Motion 
down on the Paper of the House of 
Commons on the 14th of this month, 
and the next day | communicated with 
all those who are opposed to the Bill 
or could by any possibility desire to 
present a petition, informing them that 
the date would be the 25th of this month. 
I have received no notice of objection to 
that proposal from any quarter. while, 
on the other hand, [| have received 
many expressions of approval, so that 
I think no inconvenience can_ result. 
It is a matter of very great importance 
that the date should be one preceding 
the Easter recess. These petitions may 


as no has reached 








731 London 
be not only against the Bill presented 
by the Government, but they may also 
be in opposition to some of the oppo- 
nents. There may be opposition as 
between opponents as well as opposition 
on the part of opponents to the principle 
of the Bill. It is, therefore, of very 
great importance, if this matter is to 
be deat with during this session, that 
the petitions should be in before the 
Easter recess, in order that they may 
be printed and circulated, so that all 
interested may know the opposition with 
which they have to deal. I beg to 
move. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Resolution of the House of 
the 3rd day of March relative to the 
London Water Bil which was ordered 
to he communicated to the Lords, and 
the message from the Lords of the 13th 
day of March, signifying their concur- 
rence in the said Resolution, be read. 

* That the London Water Bill be com- 
mitted to a Select Committee of five 
members, to be nominated by the Com- 
mittee of Selection, to be joined with a 
Committee of Lords. 

“ That all petitions against the Bill 
already presented in the House or 
deposited in the Private Bill Office on or 
betore the 25th day of March, 1902, be 
referred to the Committee; that the 
petitioners praying to be heard by them- 
selves, their Counsel, Agents, or Witnesses 
be heard against the Bill, and Counsel 
heard in support of the Bill. 

That the Committee have power to 
send for persons, Papers, and records. 

* That three be the quorum. 


* That a message be sent to the Lords 
to acquaint their Lordships that the 
London Water Bill has been committed 
to five Members of this House, to be 
joined with a Committee of Lords, pur- 
suant to the Resolution of the House of 


the 3rd day of March, and to the 
Messige from the Lords of the 13th 


day ot March, signifying their concur- 
rence thereto. ’—(Arr. Walter Lonq.) 


(5.0.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said 
that in consequence of certain proceed- 
ings which took place in the Lords he 
wished to have some understanding as 
to what the position was. 


Mr. Walter Long. 


Upon the 


{COMMONS} 
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occasion of the preliminary Motion for a 
message to the Lords in favour of the 
expediency ofsappomting a Joint Com- 
mittee, a new precedent was introduced 
which did not appear to him to be a 
desirable one. He found from the 
Minutes of Proeeedings in the Lords 
that the circumstances were very much 
changed. He found by the Lords Minutes 
of the 10th of March that a Bill was 
introduced in the House of Lords under 
the same title, and for the same purpose ; 
in point of fact it was an identical Bill 
to that introduced in the House of Com- 
mons. On the 11th of March, notice was 
given of the Motion for the Second 
Reading, and there was a further notice 
that in the event of the Bill being read 
a second time, that the Commons message 
be taken into consideration, and concurr- 
ing in the Commons Resolution re- 
ferring the London Water Bill to a 
Joint Committee of both Houses. On 
the 13th of March the London Water 
Bill (House of Lords) was read a second 
time. It was moved that the Commons 
message be taken into consideration, it 
was considered, and a Resolution was 
passed concurring in that Resolution, 
and a message was sent. ‘The Commons 
had read that message. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think it 
will be in order to discuss upon this Motion 
the Minutes of the House of Lords. We 
sent a message to the Lords, and we had 
a message back, and to discuss the pro- 
ceedings by which the Lords arrived at 
that decision will not be in order. 


Mr. BLAKE said that although it was 
not in order to discuss the debates in the 
House of Lords, he thought it was in 
order to take notice of the Minutes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the Lords sent a 
message we are bound by that. 


Mr. BLAKE said he was not saying 
anything inconsistent with their message. 
They would find in May’s Parliamentary 
Practice that it was laid down that while 
what passed in the debates in the House 
of Lords was not discussable in the House 
of Commons, the proceedings of the Lords 
reported in their Minutes, and issued to 
hon. Members, might be discussed, and the 
Minutes of each House were laid upon the 
Table of the other House for that purpose. 
He did not desire to debate this question, 
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and his object was simply to ascertain 
where they stood. It was obvious that 
the proceeding in which they were en- 
gaging was much more complicated than 
was understood by the House, and it 
appeared to him that there was no pre- 
cedent whatever for such a reference, and 
that a new course of procedure was 
being adopted. Here was an identical 
Water Bill before both Houses to carry 
out this plan of reference to a Joint 
Committee on a_ public Bill. That 
seemed dan entirely new state of affairs. 
The Lords had passed the Second Read- 
ing ot a Bill identical with this measure 
before the House, and as a consequence 
of this new and unprecedented trans- 
action, there was a proposal to refer a 
public Bill to a Joint Committee. He 
wished to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman had considered that there 
were no precedents for the measure pro- 
ceeding in this extraordinary way in 
both Houses, at the same time to be 
referred to a Joint Committee and pre- 
sented in that manner. It did seem to 
him that this matter was not unworthy 
of attention at the earliest possible 
moment because a precedent was being 
created which was productive of the 
consequences he had mentioned. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
did not wish to question what the right 
hon. Gentleman had said, but upon two 
small points he thought the President 
of the Loeal Government Board might 
be able to meet him. With regard to 
the date, he had explained that an inti- 
mation was received on the 14th of 
March that this Committee had been 
appointed, and that was only allowing 
petitioners eleven clear days. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
treated him rather unfairly in regard to 
this matter. He said he had spoken to 
everybody interested in this matter, and 
he told him (the hon. Member) privately 
that he had taken an opportunity of 
communicating with those interested in 
the Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 


I did not mean 


that I had personally communicated with 
Members of Parliament, but that I had 
communicated with possible opponents of 


the Bill. 
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Mr. LOUGH said he thought the date 
was too early. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said the London County Council 
were in favour of the day on the Paper 
and that was what he complained of. He 
had received an official communication 
from the council in which they said they 
hoped he would persevere with his Amend- 
ment in regard to the alteration of the 
date. He thought the importance of 
giving a little longer time than was usual 
would be obvious to hon. Members if they 
reflected what the situation was. It was 
not only a public Bill, but it was some- 
what of the nature of a private Bill, and 
that was the reason that they had now 
got this particular Motion. The difference 
between this and the ordinary procedure 
was, that instead of having two Com 
mittees with a long space of time between, 
before which petitioners could go, in this 
case there would only be one. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to meet 
the convenience of those petitioners and 
give as long a number of days as possible. 
He had spoken to several hon. members 
on the subject and they told him they 
thought the right hon. Gentleman would 
have no objection to his Amendment. A 
great many local authorities were 
interested and he knew that, in some 
cases, petitions were being prepared. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman might 
consider this point afresh. The Local 
Government Board could go on dealing 
with the petitions handed in, but he ought 
to give the latest date possible consider- 
ing the great interests affected by the Bill 
and the large number of local authorities 
concerned. He begged to move his 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘* Line 9, to leave out the words ‘ 25th day of 
March,’ and insert the words ‘8th day ol! 
April.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
resolution.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had 
already pointed out that the petitions 
against this Bill werefrom people who were 
against proposals which affected each 
other. It was necessary that all these 
petitions should be in before the Easter 
recess. From no quarter had he received 
any notice of opposition, and hewas bound. 
to say that as an official communication. 
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had been received by an hon. Member, he 
was surprised that the London County 
Council had not thought fit to make a 
similar communication to his Depart- 
ment. He had received no communica- 
tion from public bodies. In the interests 
of the Bill, and of all interested in it, 
whether supporters or opponents, heasked 
the House to assent to this Resolution. 
*(5.15.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT 
(Warwickshire, Rugby) said he agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman that the 
notice he suggested in his Motion was 
sufficient to cover the local authorities in 
London, but there were bodies outside of 
London who really ought to be 
considered. Many of the district councils 
outside London only met fortnightly, and 
some of them not sa often. He spoke with 
certain knowledge of some of the district 
councils of Middlesex, and his point was 
that if they only met fortnightly and if 
they wanted to oppose the Bill, they 
would not have time to do so, if the 
right hon. Gentleman adhered to his 
present proposal. He only wanted the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider whether 


he had = given the local authorities 
sufficient opportunity for petitioning 
against the Bill. A great many local 


authorities were reluctant to come to a 
decision on the matter, as it involved 
considerable expenditure to the rate- 
pavers. He was member of a 
district council, and their invariable 
practice was to discuss such matters in 
committee before putting them on the 
paper for the public meeting. These 
were reasons why the right hon. Gentle- 
man should give a little more time. 


once a 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that with 
ordinary private Bills the period for 
the presentation of petitions was ten days 
a'ter the Introduction or First Reading 
of the Bill. This Bill was read a first 


{COMMONS} 
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time seven weeks ago, and to his know- 
ledge the local authorities had had 
numerous meetings for the purpose of 
discussing it. He had been at some 
trouble to find out, and he did not know 
a single authority concerned in the Bill 
that had not considered it in detail, and 
he was convinced that no_ injustice 
would be done to any local authority by 
what he proposed. He must. therefore, 
adhere to the Motion. 


Sir F. DIXON HARTLAND (Middle- 


sex, Uxbridge) hoped that the right 
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hon. Gentleman would give a little 
more time. The Bill deeply con- 
cerned his constituency. In most of 
the Bills that had been introduced in 


this House hon. Members had the power 
of moving an instruction, but when, as 
in this case, the Bill was to be reterred 
to a joint Committee of Lords and 
Commons that could not be done, and 
therefore his constituency would have 
taken away from them the power of 
having their grievance ventilated in this 
House and of having an instruction 
moved in regard to any point they 
wanted to have brought before the 
Committee. They did not wish to 
oppose the Bill in any way. On the 
contrary they supported the Bill, but 
the point affecting his constituency was 
that in regard to reservoirs. He thought 
they ought to have two or three more 
days to consider the Bill. 


Captain NORTON (Newington. W.) 
appealed to the President of the Local 
Government Board to substitute some 


day, say the 3rd or 4th of April, 
which might meet the views of hon. 
Members who had spoken. 

(5.25.) Question put. 

The House divided:—Ayes, 138; 


Noes, 102. (Division List No. 85.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Cpt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sur Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bayot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Mr. Walter Love 


Balearres, Lord 


jaird, John George Alexander 


\.J.(Manelr'r) 
. b. (Hornsey) 


Balroar, Kt. Hn. - 
Balfour, Capt. C 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
jalfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bane-, Major George Edward 
Beach, RtHn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson ( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sc. John 
Ballard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamiltoa 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
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Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
(Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Ho. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’: 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
(live, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cozhill, Douglas Harry 
(ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
(Colom), Sir-FohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett... Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
(ranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfied 
(rossley, Sir Savile 

(Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Cnarles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir-Joseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirF. Dickson 
Dougla , Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. KcHon SirW illiam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HnsirJ.(Mane’r) 
Finch, (;eorge H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St Albans) 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elein& Nairn) 
Gordon, M+jEvans-(T’rH’ mts 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby- (Line) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHn Lrd&.( Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon RobertWin. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath. Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen,Charles P(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander Wiliiam 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burns. John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhonse, Herry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sh flield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick Witham 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Huzier, Hor Jame~« Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slasey,Col. W.(Salop) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpoul) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hou. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charle; W.(Evesbam 
Long, Rt Hn Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowiher, Rt. Hn. James (Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,RevinaldJ.(Port-mouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Tan 
Maxwell, Rt HnSir H E( Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throymorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Root. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morvan, David J. (Walthamst 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray. RtuHnA. Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewiny, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 


NOES. 


Craig, Robert Hunter 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Jelany William 

Dewar, Jolin A. (Inverness-sh. 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Fer, uson, R. C. Munro- (Leith) 


I french, Peter 
Fi: zmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Gilhooly, James 
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Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Piummer, Walter R. 

Powel’, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Raseh, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw. Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Cbhas. Thomson 
Reberis, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Maj.J.£. B.(Isleof W’ ght 
Shirpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon, W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hop. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Emest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(‘Taunton 
Welby. SirCharlesG. E. (Notts 
Wentworth. Brace C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtnund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson- Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
W ood, James 
Wor-ley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Hayes Fisher. 


Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambeit, George 

Lloyd -George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald _ 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth. South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary,M. 
O'rien, Patrick (IXilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’ Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Thresbie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John H. (Denbighsh. 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC R (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
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Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philiys 
Tully, Jasver 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Court enay T, 
Wason, Eugene(Ciackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R, 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Corrie 
Grant. 





Main Question again proposed. 


Captain NORTON said that as his 
hon. friend had exhausted his right to 
speak, he would explain briefly the 
object of his hon. friend’s second 
Amendment. He hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill, or the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chairman of the Committee of 
Selection would be able to satisfy his 
hon. friend on the point. The object 
of the Amendment was to prevent any 
person having a large private or pecuni- 
ary interest in the Bill being placed on 
the Committee. The Bill was a large 
money Bill, and affected to a great ex- 
tent the taxpayers of London, and he 
was sure it would be the wish of the 
House that the same rule should be 
followed as was followed in the case of 
private Bills, viz., that all members 
should make the usual declaration 
that they had no private or pecuni- 
ary interest in the Bill. He hoped that 
either the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill, or the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Selection would make a state- 
ment which would satisfy his hon. 
friend. 


Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford) said he had no difficulty whatever 
in behalf of the Committee of Selection 
in giving the hon. Gentleman the assur- 
ance he had asked for. Although he 
himself would not be able to take any 
personal part on the occasion, he could 
assure the hon. Gentleman that the in- 
variable practice of the Committee of 
Selection would be followed, and it was 


that the Committee would be very care- 
ful not to nominate any gentleman who 
had in any way any pecuniary or local 
interest in the Bill, either as regarded 
himself or his constituency. He had 
great pleasure in giving that assurance, 
without any hesitation, on behalf of the 
Committee of Selection. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a message be sent to 
the Lords to acquaint their Lordships 
that the London Water Bill has been 
committed to five Members of this House, 
to be joined with a Committee of Lords, 
pursuant to the resolution of the House 
of the 3rd day of March, and to the 
Message from the Lords of the 13th day 
of March signifying their concurrence 
thereto. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JeFrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 

chair. ] 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

Motion made and Question proposed. 
“That a sum not exceeding £332,000 be 
granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
charge for the salaries and miscellaneous 
charges of the War Office, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903.” 


*(5.45.) Sin ARTHUR HAYTER (Wak 
sall) said he desired information on 
only one item in the Vote. On_ page 
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97 of the Army Estimates would be 
found an increase of £8,000, the cost 
of the extra staff of the Accountant 
General's Branch employed at Army 
Corps Headquarters ; but it would also 
be seen that there was no reduction 
in the number of clerks at the War 
Office, which, on the contrary, had in- 
ereased from 481 to 519. Of course the 
extra staff referred to was due to the 
appointment of what might be called 
financial advisers to the general officers 
at Salisbury, Aldershot, and Dublin. He 
rejoiced very much at the beginning of 
the system of decentralisation ; but it 
would be well to know what particular 
duties those clerks would have to perform. 
According to the Report of the Dawkins 
Committee they would have to carry out 
alocal audit. Under the existing system, 
money was sent down to the paymaster, 
who handed it to the officers to pay the 
companies ; the accounts were returned to 
and were audited by the paymaster, 
and were then returned to the War 
Office, where they were re-audited. It 
was to get rid of that system that these 
clerks were appointed, and he under- 
stood that in future the accounts would 
not have to be sent to the War Office at 
all. He, however, also understood that 
when that system was adopted the first 
result would be a large reduction in the 
number of War Office clerks. In their 
evidence before the Dawkins Committee. 
Lord Wolseley and General Brackenbury, 
two distinguished officers who had spent 
many years at the War Office, said that 
ifa local audit could be carried out half 
the number of clerks at the War Office 
could be dispensed with. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
The reason we have not been able to 
make a reduction during the present 
year is owing to the war. We do not 
dispute the right hon. Gentleman's 


contention. 


Sm ARTHUR HAYTER said that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s explanation 
should go further, because the greater 
number of the clerks were in the home 
districts and not abroad. 


Mr. BRODRICK: We cannot reduce 
the War Office staff at this moment, as 
it is engaged in work in connection with 
the war. 


{21 Marcu 1902} 


FOR | 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
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Sir ARTHUR HAYTER said he was 
very much obliged to the right hon. 
Gentleman for that explanationand would 
not pursue the subject further, beyond 
expressing the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to assure the 
Committee that when the war was over 
there would be a reduction in the 
number of clerks at the War Office. 
He wished to know how the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to carry out the 
recommendation of the Committee, 
which, as he understood it, was that the 
clerks should act as financial advisers 4#to 
the general officers, and their audit of all 
the accounts should be final, and that the 
accounts should not, as at present, have 
to be sent to the War Office. He also 
wished to ask whether the clerks would 
be permitted to inspect the stores as well 
as examine the accounts, as it would be 
very satisfactory in the interests of the tax 
payers if there were a personal examina- 
tion of the stores in the various districts. 
He expressed his opinion that general 
officers might be trusted with small sums 
of money, say up to £5,000, say for con- 
struction, and he would like to know 
whether that power had been given to 
them. He also suggested that anything 
they saved on part 2 of the works they 
might be allowed to devote to part 3, 
such a thing would be most encouraging 
and stimulate General Officers to effect 
a saving in this direction. He was exceed- 
ingly glad to see that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been able to add 2d. a 
day to the soldiers pay. He was quite 
certain that the real attraction of the 
Army to men enlisting was the addition 
to the daily pay and the shortening of 
the terms of service. These men should 
receive their shilling a day clear. 
* Barrack damage” should not be charged 
against them unless that damage was 
wilfully done. The library subscription 
should also be stopped ; surely the country 
could afford a few books for each 
battalion. In addition to these subscrip- 
tions there were stoppages for clothing, 
tailors’ and shoemakers’ bills, and so on, 
In his opinion all those stoppages should 
be very much reduced. When a soldier 


' was in debt for any article, ie did not 


receive more than 2d. a day, and that 
was not right. He could not under- 
stand the object of reducing the terms of 
| service in the cavalry and artillery forces 
| 
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to three years; he was conceded on all 
hands that it took eighteen months to 
make a cavalry soldier, and from the 
evidence given before the Committee in 
1890 by the Duke of Cambridge and 
others, after a man had been in the 
Reserve for two years, he was quite un- 
fit for eavalry work, although, no doubt, 
he was a very good man for dismounted 
work. The Commission of 1890 strongiy 
recommended that the term of service 
for cavalry regiments should be nine 
years, With three years in the Reserve. 
The cavalry regiments were very popular 
now, and no alteration was needed in 
the terms of service for the purpose of 
filling their ranks, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would reconsider 
this question before he made the altera- 
tions proposed. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman also consider the possibilities 
of relieving some of the regiments now 
at the Cape, and sending out others in 
their places. 


(5.53.) Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birken 
head)supported the application of the hon. 
Member to relieve some of the troops in 
South Africa, and hoped that some 
arrangement would be for the 
regular relief of these troops. It was 
now seventeen months since Lord Roberts, 
in his farewell address in South Atrica, 
pointed out that in no campaign in 
history had troops been so continuously 
employed. Owing to the climate, they 
had been able to make war all through 
the vear, and there had been no rest for 
the troops. If that was true when Lord 
Roberts left South Africa, it was in- 
finitely more true now. There arrived a 
time when men became too fatigued in 
mind and body to rise to occasions of 
emergency, with the result that reputa- 
tions built up in the course of the war 
were lost ina moment. Although every- 
body wished to see the end of the war, 
it was quite possible that it would take 
a longer time than was anticipated by us, 
and, therefore, he thought the Govern- 
ment ought to make up its mind to send 
out relief troops every six months. The 
right hon. Gentleman might, if he 
allowed them to engage under a different 
scheme of enlistment -- an enlistment 
not for the war. but for six or eight 
months certain—obtain many good 
troops, veterans who had already fought 


Sir Arthur Hayter. 


made 
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in South Africa, and who would under 
those conditions fightagain. After six or 
eight months of this constant trekking 
and wasting work, a man ought to haye 
a rest if he was to be an efficient soldier. 
and it would not be bad economy to 
enlist relays of men tor periods of eight 
or ten months. He sympathised with 
the Government in the complaint which 
they had made as tothe way in whieh 
horses were used when they were landed 
in South Africa, but he believed that 
the situation in that regard had been 
improved. A horse was not a machine, 
and better work would be got out of 
them in many ways if they were allowed 
to rest and recover themselves instead of 
being instantly drawn for serviee imme- 
diately on their arrival. 

With regard to the Yeomanry and 
Volunteers, he desired to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he and his 
vdvisers would, during the next year, 
think out the duties they really intended, 
the auxiliary force to perform. Last 
year they submitted with regard to the 
regular Army a scheme which met with 
all but universal approval, and they 
should now consider the auxiliary forces. 
Were they intended to be a reserve for 
the foreign service army, which could 
be called upon in time of emergency, or 
were they intended to protect this 
country, he would not say against con: 
quest by invasion, as he believed that was 
un impossibility, but against a raid, such 
as might possibly happen, andtwhich, if it 
did take place. would cause untold 
suffering and misery! There was a dis- 
tinct difference in the training required, 
according to whether the men _ were 
intended for one purpose or the other. 
If they were to be a sort of reserve for 
the foreign service army, it would, un- 
doubtedly, be right to insist on as much 
training in camp as possible, and that, 
they should exercise as often as possible. 
If, on the other hand, they were intended 
to act as a part of a defensive army—what 


were the lessons taught by the Boer War !' 


Just at present those lessons were apt to 
he forgotten —- not, however, by the 
right hon. Gentleman or the Commander- 
in-Chief. He believed those two gentle- 
men were the boldest military reformers 
this country had seen for many a year, 
and they would doubtless be reinforced 
in their opinions when the mass of 
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younger Officers returned from South 
‘Africa, although, undoubtedly, there was 
great concern among the older authori- 
ties, who did not like to break with the 
ideas of yearsin a moment. The Boer 
War had taught us that a defensive 
army, possessed of great mobility, and, 
above all, an intimate knowledge of the 
country, could hold its owneagainst a far 
superior force. He would like to see 
devised for the auxiliary forces some 
scheme whereby their mobility might be 
increased, and their knowledge of the 
country cultivated. He suggested that 
the men should be practised over the 
ground which they would have to defend 
in time of war, the officers trained to 
recognise the strategical features of the 
district, and, in order to secure mobility, 
more encouragement given to cycling 
among the Volunteers. With the net- 
work of good roads existing in this 
country it could not be questioned that 
great mobility might be given to a defen- 
sive force by making free use of the 
bieyele. It would not be necessary for 
such a foree to march about with an 
enormous equipment of tents and 
baggage ; they would trust to the re- 
sources of the country ; and he asked 
whether in the summer months some 
attempt could not be made to train men 
inthe way he had indicated. 

A curious omission from the scheme 
this year, as last, was that no provision 
was made for any addition to the 
mounted riflemen. It was difficult to 
understand exactly what the right hon. 
Gentleman meant on this point. Did he 
rely on the Yeomanry or Volunteers, or 
did he propose to create a corps of 
nounted riflemen, or to train a large por- 
tion of the regular light cavalry on a 
diferent principle ? 

His last point was with regard to the 
Army Medical Vote. Could the right 
hon. Gentleman assure the Committee 
that there would be an opportunity to 
discuss that Vote this year ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I must guard my- 
self in the absence of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. We have had nine days 
out of the last twelve for Army discus- 
sions, but I hope there will be an oppor- 
tunity such as my hon. friend desires. 
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Sir ELLIOTT LEES said it was 
not an agreeable subject to him, as it 
involved .an attack on the Government. 
It was, however, a very important 
matter, and as the Vote was not discussed 
last year, an opportunity should be given 
this, and in the hope that time would be 
found for such a discussion, he would 
postpone his further remarks on the 
subject. 


(6.13.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) congratulated the hon. 
Baronet on his safe return from South 
Africa, where he was certain he did not 
turn his back on the Boersas he had 
done on the Speaker. The hon. Baronet 
had referred to the Secretary of State 
and the Commander-in-Chief as bold 
reformers. He (the hon. Member) how- 
ever, was inclined to think the right 
hon. Gentleman was a somewhat hasty 
reformer. ‘The scheme of last year was 
hastily prepared, and had not fulfilled 
expectations. The present scheme was 
even more hasty, and had not been, at 
any rate, fully considered. 

His chief reason for rising was to 
protest against the constant increase of 
the ordinary expenditure on the Army. 
The Estimates were going up at an 
alarming rate. In 1886, the Army 
expenditure was £16,000,000 ; in 1896, 
£18,000,000 ; and in 1898, certain pro- 
posals were introduced, which the right 
hon. Gentleman said would have a tar- 
reaching effect. Whether or not that 
was so with regard to the Army, he did 
not know, but it certainly was the case 
so far as the Estimates were concerned, 
for they went up to £27,000,000, while 
now they were about £30,000,000, He 
could not but think that this enormous 
increase had not been fully appreciated 
by the country, in consequence of the 
war. When, however, the war was over, 
and the country realised that the 
ordinary Army expenditure had nearly 
doubled in the last fourteen years, he 
believed a pause would be demanded. 

Last year the right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that the net addition under 
his scheme would be 126,500 men. That 
statement had hardly been borne out by 
the facts. The Secretary of State also 
stated that, even allowing £60,000 for 
the staffs of the new Army Corps, the 
expenditure would be a little under 
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£2,000,000. Last year they added 
£2,000,000 to the Army Fstimates, and 
this year £1,048,000 to the Army 
Estimates of this country and £786,000 
to the Indian Estimates. The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office stated 
yesterday, and also in answer to a Ques- 
tion some time ago, that he had not been 
consulted.about this great charge upon 
India. It was no small sum to place as 
an extra charge upon the resources of 
India, and he should have thought that 
the military advisers of His Majesty 
would have consulted the Governor of 
India to know whether the finances of 
India would bear this extra strain. He 
thought, therefore, that he was justified 
in saying that this scheme had been 
somewhat hastily introduced to the 
notice of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman must have learned by this 
time that consultation with other 
branches of the service in a matter like 
this was necessary. Last year the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to transfer 
from the Army to the Admiralty the 
garrisons of the coaling stations. He 
was to increase the Army by five 
battalions by doing this. That scheme 
had now been dropped and he was glad 
of it because it would have been a fatal 
policy to in any way weaken our Navy 
upon which they depended so largely for 
their defence. 

Taking the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme, he thought it showed a rather 
sudden conversion to the short service 
system. Last year the Leader of the 
Opposition mentioned the precedent of 
the Guards, and the Secretary of State 
for War said it was not a case in point, 
because the Foot Guards had not to serve 
abroad, and he asked what would 
happen if the whole three years service 
men decided to go into the Reserve. 
Last year the right hon. Gentleman did 
not see the force of this. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The difference is 


that we are in a position to offer this | 


year extra pay as an inducement to the 
mento re-engage. That is the wholepoint 
of the position. 


Mr. LAMBERT said he was not sure 
that that would get the men to serve 
and continue their service. 
of the Inspector General of Recruiting 


Mr. Lambert. 
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showed that out of 7,333 men who 
originally enlisted for three years service 
only 399 had extended their service, 
Would that extra sixpence per day be 
sufficient to secure the 50,000 recruits. 
which the right hon. Gentleman 
expected to get? He asked the Secretary 
of State for War to pause before he 
committed the country to this great 
expenditure of money. In 1870 they 
had a complete scheme of Army 
organisation, and it was a well considered 
scheme prepared with all the experience 
of the Crimean War, and nobody could 
doubt but what it had been a great 
success. He did not think that the 
schemes of the Secretary of State for 
War last year and this year had received 
that favourable consideration which would 
commend them to the House or to those 
who came after them like the scheme of 
Mr. Cardwell did. Instead of indulging 
in these schemes of army reform and or- 
ganisation they ought to wait until the 
finish of the war. He did not think even 
the Secretary of State for War and the 
Commander-in-Chief thought they were 
quite capable of carrying on this war and 
reorganising the army at home upon a 
permanent basis at the same time. The 
Government would do better to concen- 
trate their efforts upon finishing the war 
instead of diverting their attention to: 
other schemes. He did not think that 
the Secretary of State for War and Lord 
Roberts were quite a Napoleon even if 
they were rolled into one, The condi- 
tions in South Africa might be totally 
different when the war was over. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that a garrison 
of 15,000 men would be required in 
South Africa after the war, but they 
all knew that that was totally inadequate,. 
and no one could expect them to gar- 
rison South Africa for years to come 
with anything like 15,000 men. He es- 
timated that it would take at least 
50,000 men, and others had put it at 
100,000 men. The providing of such a gar- 
rison would disorganise the whole of this 
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army scheme, and he wished to impress 


upon the right hon. Gentleman the ne- 
cessity of considering the requirements of 
war first and the plan which it would be 
necessary to adopt under the changed 
circumstances after the war. It seemed 
to him that the old army organisers had 
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not been taken into account by the War | month, and they had only been trained 
Department for he had stated that if the | for eight or ten weeks. It was impos- 
right hon. Gentleman expected to get his | sible to train men to ride and shoot 
!men by the proposals he made last year and take care of their horses properly 
itwas the idea of a visionary and not ain so short a time. The wastage of 
practical! mind, and this had been abso-| their army did not appear to be realised 
lutely proved in practice. in this country, for last month, in 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed to February, 3,104 men were invalided, 
inerease pay in order to encourage re- and there were out of that total no 
cuiting. He judged every one of these less than 737 deaths. He was sure they 
proposals from one standpoint, and that all deplored such a large number of 
yas, how were they going to affect the | deaths. A very large number of these 
var in South Africa? He did not think were enteric cases, and these would not 
the right hon. Gentleman had frightened | be fit to serve again for another six 
many ot the Boers with his Army Corps. ; months. He was quoting these figures 
He had been questioned about their to make good his plea that it would 
aumbers and he replied that no good be better to devote more attention to 
purpcse could be served by giving those training men to send out to South 
numbers whilst 200,000 men were in Africa, rather than to  reorganising 
South Africa. Would it not be far better | all these matters at home. With regard 
instead of troubling with these skeleton | to dress, Army officers objected to being 
Army Corps to go on training mounted | compelled continually to change their 
men for reinforcements in South Africa. uniform, and he hoped no changes in 
[twas more important to engage his at- uniforms would be made until the right 
tention in training men in this way than | hon. Gentleman had decided that they 
embarking upon these visionary schemes. | should last for a long time. Since he 
A corresfondent of Zhe Times the had been in the Militia, they had had 
other day stated that they had not got three or four changes of uniform which 
men enough in South Africa, and this meant money, and there were many 
statement was borne out by the very sad | officers who could not afford this 
news of Lord Methuen’s defeat. He change. He appealed to the right hon. 
did not wonder that this General was Gentleman not to make any of these 
kit in the lurch considering some of changes until he had definitely de- 
the material the right hon. Gentleman cided that they should be permanent. 
tad sent out. The right hon. Gentleman | If he could not speak of permanency in 
vould be far better employed training | connection with uniforms, it was very 
mounted men for Lord Kitchener, to | desirable, at any rate, that they should 
able him to reinforce those men who | last a long time. Reference was made 
ud grown stale in South Africa. | a few days ago to the changes with re- 
Yesterday the right hon. Gentleman gard to cavalry officers, but the changes 
aid he was sending out 6,000 Yeomanry | would be of little use in reducing the 
tho had only been trained for eight or| expense. The initial cost of a cavalry 
tm weeks. What sort of troops could | officer's dress was £91 ts. which was 
hey be, to face some of the best shots | £12 less than what it was before. The 
iid best riders in the world. Such| War Office was continually changing 
mining was no use at all. Lord | the uniform, and officers would be much 
foberts had recently stated that the} better pleased, and it would tend to 
fare of horses was of great importance, | greater economy, if something permanent 
wut what could those men know about | were adopted. 

the care of horses ? 























Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
Mr. BRODRICK: But they are not | ham) said his impression was that the 
gong out until they are properly uniform of a cavalry officer cost some- 
rained. | thing like £300. 

Mr. LAMBERT said the right hon.| Mr. LAMBERT said the hon Member 
ntleman had stated that some of the | spoke with very much more information 
comanry were going to start next|than he had. He was quoting froma 
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letter which appeared in The Times a few 
days ago and signed by cavalry officers. 
When he saw cavalry officers at the 
Speaker’s Levée he noticed that they 
were very resplendent indeed. As to the 
Militia, in which he took an interest, he 
said it had been injured by the changes 
brought about last year. It was all 
very well to bring in a scheme for the 
establishment of new regiments, but in 
establishing these they were apparently 
injuring the older force. The Inspector 
General of Recruiting said that the 
terms of service for the Royal Garrison 
regiments would deter men from joining 
the Militia. Of course an old soldier 
enlisted now in a_ garrison regiment, 
and not in the Militia, and therefore the 
Militia had lost a number of valuable 
recruits. The right hon. Gentleman 
said last year that it was proposed to 
start a Reserve of Militia, but there had 
been no progress made in creating that 
force, which, it was estimated, would 
amount to something like 50,000 men. 
He suggested that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should rather do something to im- 
prove the men he had already got in the 
Militia. What was wanted was a larger 
number of non-commissioned officers all 
over the country. At the present time 
it was impossible with the limited number 
of ofticers they had to carry out the 
training of the Militia in the twenty- 
seven days allowed. He would support 
the right hon. Gentleman in everything 
he did to improve the education and 
etticiency of the officers themselves. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
not go in for fancy corps which would 
continue to do injury to the old con- 
stitutional force. 


(6.35.) Mr. MORRISON (Wiltshire, 
Wilton) said he rose with the natural 
dittidence of one who had never addressed 
the House before. He would not have 
done so were it_not for the fact that he 
was a soldier, and that he naturally felt 
strongly on questions affecting the Army. 
The hon. Member for the South Molton 
Division advised the Secretary of State for 
War to wait until the war was over before 
carrying out any reform scheme. It 
seemed to him that the very best thing 
the right hon. Gentleman could possibly 
lo was to have the scheme ready and pre- 
pared for the moment the Cavalry regi- 
ments were brought home, so that, one 


Mr. Lambert. 
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by one, they might drop into their places 
without any disorganisation. The next 
point which seemed to distress the hon, 
Member for South Molton very much 
was that old soldiers who had left the 
colours were now joining the Garrison 
regiments. That was exactly what the 
Secretary of State said he wished. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not wish them 
to go into the Militia. In the right hon. 
Gentleman's statement about Army re- 
form a few weeks ago there were one or 
two points which struck him as being 
steps very much in the right direction, 
In the first place, the right hon. Gentle- 


| man realises the necessity of giving right 


clothes to recruits. By giving them an 
additional allowance it was hoped we 
would get a better class of men. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman might do 
so, but if he failed perhaps he might go 
one better and give the soldier every year 
a free issue of such things as socks, shirts, 
and other small things which at present 
he had to find out of hisown pocket. He 
believed these little details meant a great 
deal to the soldier, and so affected the 
recruiting. He should like to bear testi- 
mony to the fact that the shooting of the 
British soldier today was very much 
better than the public seemed to think it 
was. He urged the necessity, however, 
of seeing that the soldiers should shoot, 
perhaps not more rounds in a_ year, 
but more constantly throughout the year. 
He urged the importance of having some 
proper mounted infantry organisation. 
They should have, he thought, one 
mounted infantry battalion per army 
corps, as a headquarters and training 
base for the Imperial Yeomanry. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in his opinion, 
was very right in going for decentralisa- 
tion, but he trusted it would be real, and 
that not only would the War Office give 
up to the commanders of the six army 
corps, but that these commanders would 
really decentralise in their own commands. 
As a very young soldier he spoke rather 
more feelingly on that point. The 
difficulty to-day was that the young 
officers, toa great extent, did not get that 
responsibility which the King’s Regula- 
tions laid down that they should have, 
and so after six or seven years in the 
Army their initial training was knocked 
out of them. He believed that it would 
be of immense advantage if all officers 
‘had to enter the Army through the same 








cha 
peo 
age 
the 
tior 
ano 
refe 
Ge! 
was 
spi 
to 

An 
bri; 
wol 
anc 
up 

of 

eX] 
to 

cor 
eve 
wil 


al 
tw 
of 


he 





752 


laces 
next 
hon, 
nuch 

the 
‘ison 
the 
The 
hem 
hon. 

re- 
e or 
eing 
tion. 
ntle- 
“ight 
nan 

we 

He 
it do 
t go 
year 
1irts, 
sent 

He 
rreat 
the 
resti- 
t the 
nuch 
nk it 
ever, 
hoot, 
vear, 
Vear, 
<ome 
tion. 
one 
my 
ning 
The 
nion, 
rlisa- 
and 
give 
irmy 
‘ould 
unds, 
ither 
The 
oung 
that 
cula- 
lave, 

the 
cked 
‘ould 


icers 


same 











753 Supply— 


channel, because then they would find 
people competing together at the same 
age, aul they would then do away with 
the necessity of promotion by selec- 
tion in the junior ranks. There was 
another point to which he wished to 
refer, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would understand that he 
was uot raising it in any unfriendly 
spirit towards his scheme. He referred 
to the arrangements proposed by the 
Army Order of 4th March in regard to 
brigades. It seemed to him that there 
would be a certain amount of difficulty, 
and that the organisation would be split 
up so as probably to lead to a great deal 
ot confusion. As one having had short 
experience in South Africa, he testified 
to the general feeling of the utmost 
confidence that the War Office was doing 
everything possible to provide the Army 
with necessary supplies. 


*(6.44.) Captaris NORTON (Newing- 
ton, W.) said he criticised the right hon. 
Gentleman’s scheme adversely when it 
was introduced last year, holding it to be 
impossible of realisation owing to the 
dificulty of finding recruits unless he 
arranged more elastic terms of enlistment, 
and offered recruits better conditions. 
The right hon. Gentleman had practi- 
cally met the objections on all these 
points, and he desired most sincerely to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
on having done so, and on having done 
more to improve the condition of the 
Army than any of his predecessors. 
He had adopted, in its broad lines, 
if not in its entirety, the scheme 
put forward for many years by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, and which had received 
hearty and loyal support from a large 
numberof Members. 

As to the question of recruiting, 
although the initial cost was put at 
two millions, of which three-quarters 
of «a million wouid be borne by India, 
he was disposed to think with the 
hon. and gallant Member for the 
Fareham Division that in the long run 
the scheme would pay for itself. In four 
years the wastage in something like 
40,000 reeruits rose from 3,435 to 8,822. 
The greater part of that wastage would 
be avoided by means of the improved 
conditions, and that would help to defray 
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a large portion of the sum which the 
right hon. Gentleman called upon the 
country to grant. Like other Members 
who had spoken, he was most anxious 
for inf rmation as to stoppages; he was 
not yet quite clear as to what exactly 
was intended in that direction. ‘Take, 
for instance the question of cleaning 
materials. Out of the shilling and a 
few pence paid to the Artillerymanand 
Cavalryman, of which he rarely received 
clear more than ninepence or tenpence, 
he had to pay for materials for cleaning 
Government property—naturally a thing 
that created considerable irritation. 
Then, it was understood that there 
were to be more training camps and more 
manceuvres. Nothing destroyed a man’s 
clothing 'so much as a couple of weeks in 
camp. He would suggest that arrange- 
ments should be made for the storage of 
old uniforms, so that these could be utilised 
in camps or at manceuvres, for which 
they would be quite good enough. With 
regard to the industrial aspect of the 
question of recruiting, certain employers 
of labour were very nervous; they 
reasoned that not only would they have 
to provide for the 50,000 recruits for 
the Army, but that they would, directly 
or indirectly, be helping to provide for 
150,000 men for the Reserve, while 
there would be the Militia and Yeomanry 
and Volunteers. He would like to point 
out to those employers of labour that, 
after all, they were in a very strong and 
good position as compared with all 
continental countries. We gave only 
3 per 1,090 of our entire population to 
the Army, whereas other countries, ¢./.. 
France, gave as many as 112 per 1,000; 
yet some of these nations were able to 
compete with us successfully in the 
labour market. The statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman as to dealing with 
bad characters was most satisfactory. 
Bad characters -were not to be allowed 
to re-engage to become long service men; 
it would be as well if they were to be 
prevented also from joining the Reserve. 
As to free discharges, the hon. Member 
suggested that commanding officers 
shou!ld have power to give them under 
certain conditions. That system was in 
vogue in many continental countries, 
and its introduction here would 
popularise recruiting. The fact was that 
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soldiering was most unpopular amongst 
the respectable working classes, and more 
especially amongst the women of those 
classes. Suppose the father of a young 
man in the Service died, and the son 
desired to take his place in civil life for 
the purpose of becoming the breadwinner 
of the family in his father’s place; if he 
was able to show that he could obtain a 
situation and could support his mother 
and brothers and sisters, then, provided 
the man had a good character, there 
should be some means of his obtaining 
immediate release from military service. 
An arrangement of this kind would do 
very much to popularise recruiting in 
the eyes of class that it was very 
desirable to secure as a recruiting field. 
He didnot propose now toenter upon the 
question of the Volunteers, the Yeomanry, 
or the Militia ; but he would point out that 
even prior to the South African war, the 
position with regard to the supply of 
officers was as follows:—We were 1,400 
officers short on 210,000 Volunteers; sixty 
officers short on 10,000 Yeomanry ; and 
250 officers short in the Militia ; while we 
only had two subalterns per company. 
One method of remedying this shortness 
of officers would be to give greater 
facilities to young men for entering the 
Service. One of the great difficulties was 
education. He suggested that we should 
adopt the system followed in many 
co'tntries, notably in Russia, of giving 
officers the privilege of sending their sons 
at anoninal charge to cadet schools at 
the earliest ages. To support the pre- 
sumption that soldiers’ sons make good 
soldiers, he would cite only three instances 
Wolseley, a Roberts, a Kitchener. 
Officers’ sons should be allowed, at the 
age of eight, to enter junior cadet schools, 
afterwards passing into the senior cadet 
schools, thus being provided with an 
admirable education, and in every way 
fitted for their future profession. As to 
the question of horses, a great deal was 
heard about the expense of horses to 
cavalry officers. In the Field Artillery, 
and in the Army Service Corps, an officer 
was given his horse free; then why 
charge £10 per head to mounted officers 
in other branches of the Service. We 
should follow the practice in Germany, 
where the officer was given his horse free, 
and after the horse had done five years’ 
service as an officer’s charger, it became | 


Captain Norton. 
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the private property of the officer. This 
was a small matter, but it was one of 
importance to men of limited means— 
country squires and others—who wished 
to put their sons into Cavalry Regiments, 
Again, officers were called upon to pay a 
large sum for the support of the 
regimental band. In a rich country like 
this, if military bands were necessary, the 
expense should be borne by the State, 
Then there was the question of barrack 
damages. It was the fact that, in respect 
of this item, officers and men were contin- 
ually swindled—there was no other term 
for it—between the Barrack Department 
and the Royal Engineering Department. 
Cases had been known of three or four 
regiments in succession being charged for 
broken pane; of glass in barrack windows, 
A rule should be passed making wanton 
breakages a matter of discipline, all others 
to be borne by the State. Another 
point was as to officers’ subscriptions. It 
was preposed to reduce expenditure on 
uniforms, but that was a mere flea-bite 
compared to other expenses. On one 
occasion he was called upon to subscribe 
forty guineas for a ball—to which he was 
not able even to invite his friends, as he 
happened to be on detachment duty. He 
recommended that the system should be 
adopted which obtained in India, namely, 
that officers should subscribe to all 
entertainments according to their rank, 
from the senior officer downwards. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
that there was a provision to that effect 
in the King’s Regulations. 


* Captain NORTON said there were a 
great number of things in the King’s 
Regulations which were not acted up to. 
The only special flaw he had noticed in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
was that while he dealt with almost 
every Department. he took no _ notice 
whatever of the Veterinary Department. 
Prior to the war that Department was 
in a terrible state, being short about a 
fifth or a sixth of its proper number. 
What had taken place in connection with 
the Remount Department was largely 
due to the absence of a sufficient?number 
of veterinary officers at the base of 
operations in South Africa, where the 
horses were neglected. He hoped the 
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right hon. Gentleman would give con- 
sideration to the reorganisation of that 
Department. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of the War Office being abused, 
and said that that was very detrimental 
to the troops at the front. He knew 
the difficult position of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he, for one, had refrained 
from making any reference to the 
Dawkin’s Committee, because in his 
humble opinion it would be impossible 
at the present moment to carry out the 
recommendations of that Committee, 
seing the immense work which the 
right hon. Gentleman had on_ his 
shoulders in connection with what after 
all was their first consideration, namely, 
the successful conclusion of the war. 
He was bound to say, however, that 
in his opinion criticism of the War 
Office, far from tending to be injuricus 
as regarded the conclusion of the war, 
was appreciated thoroughly by the troops, 
and the fact of drawing attention to 
shortcomings in connection with the 
Army was, he thought, helping to bring 
about the conelusion of the war. 


*(7.5.) COLONEL LONG (Worcester- 
shire, Evesham), said that when the 
Secretary of State for War made his 
statement he informed the House that he 
intended to substitute inspection for 
written Reports, as far as possible, and 
directly after stated that he was appoint- 
ing un Inspector General of Artillery and 
an Inspector Generalof Yeomanry. This 
looked like the commencement of a far 
reaching reform, but he saw that the 
Inspectors General of Cavalry and Artil- 
lery still remained in the Adjutant 
General’s Department. Now, by the 
Order in Council last year the Adjutant 
General’s Department was said to be 
under the control of the Commander- 
in-Chief, instead of being, as formerly, 
and as the other great Departments 
were still, under his supervision. But 
whatever that change of terms might 
mein, it appeared that the Inspectors 
General were under the Adjutant 
General, and could only communicate 
with the Commander-in-Chief through 
him. It seemed to him that if the 
Commander-in-Chief was to be per- 
sonally responsible, as laid down in the 
Order in Council, for recommending 
proper officers for promotion to the 
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staff and other military appointments, 


such as generals’ commands, he ought 


to have directly under him, and 
responsible to him alone, inspectors 
of rank and experience. He had 


often thought, when blame was to be 
laid upon some one, one reason why 
they were unable to make any, indi- 
vidual responsible was that no indi- 
vidual was given sufficient power to be 
made responsible ; in other words, when 
something went wrong they could not 
hang anybody, because they did not give 
rope enough. But if power was given 
there must be a check, and this should be 
genuine inspection. No one would con- 
tend that the periodical inspection of 
troops by the Commander-in-Chief men- 
tioned in the Order in Council, 1901, 
which in many cases consisted of look- 
ing at troops one hour once a year, was 
a sufficient opportunity to enable him to 
form an opimon of the relative value of 
officers. He could not help thinking that 
if the Commander-in-Chief had the assist- 
ance of a Department of independent 
Inspectors General, he would then be able 
to form a more careful judgment, -and 
would be able to bring home to individual 
officers responsibility if they were in- 
efficient in some particular point. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Does my hon. and 
gallant friend realise that the Inspector 
General of Artillery and the Inspector 
General of Cavalry are directly under 
the Commander-in-Chief, although they 
take orders from the Adjutant General ! 


* CoLONEL LONG said certainly that 


was one way of putting it, but he 
submitted that if an Inspector were 


responsible to the head of one of the 
great Departments, the Commander-in- 
Chief might hear nothing of that De- 
partment except through its chief. 
If an Inspector General found some 
fault for which the Adjutant General’s 
Department was responsible, it would 
de extremely difficult for him to ask 
that a Report should be sent to the 
Commander - in- Chief, stating that the 
Adjutant General had been slack. He 
should prefer that the Inspector Generals 
should be a separate Department directly 
under the Commander-in-Chief, and it 
appeared to him that the formation of 
the various Army Corps would then assist 
‘to the fixing of direct responsibility. If 
an Inspector General reported anything 
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wrong, the Commander -in-Chief could 
refer it directly to the officer commanding 
the particular Army Corps concerned, who 
was responsible for everything in his 
command, and if he could not give a 
satisfactory reply, showing that he was 
aware of the inefficiency, and was taking 
steps tocorrect it, he would bereprimanded. 
He jad spoken of Army Corps as if 
they were in existence, because the right 
hon. Gentleman had said that they held 
the field. No doubt they did, but his 
right hon. friend would admit that, as 
far as the public were concerned, 
the field was a foggy one. He did 
not, however, complain of the use 
of the name, as he did not suppose 
that anyone believed that an English 
Army Corps would resemble a French 
or a German Army Corps. The words 
“Army Corps” expressed a form of 
military organisation which, whether 
it was German, French, or English, 
would be in accordance with the con- 
ditions of service in the respective 
countries. The English corps would be 


chiefly administrative, but if they allowed ° 


the Generals commanding Army Corps 
to visit their troops as often as they 
thought fit, they could be held responsible, 
and in the case of the Ist and 2nd Army 
Corps, though they would never be able 
to send an expeditionary force of which 


the cavalry, infantry, general, and_ staff 


had worked together for many years, 
still, they would be able in future 
to get nearer to that desirable end 
than they ever had been in the past. 
Therefore. he was not prepared to 
condemn the Army Corps scheme, but if 
the Army Corps were ever to become 
substantial his right hon. friend would 
have to raise 50,000 men per annum. 
His right hon. friend had made a bold bid 
for them, and he hoped he would succeed, 
although, of course, the future alone 
could decide that. 

His right hon. friend undoubtedly 
had inereased the area of recruiting. 
Hitherto a recruit had been offered the 
equivalent of 20s. or 21s. a week, equal 
to the pay in the lower grades of unskilled 
labour, but in future he would get 24s. 
or 25s, equal to the pay in the upper 
grades. ‘The recruiting sergeant will be 
able to compete in the market on the best 
terms, and they all knew that if they 
were only prepared to give the best 
price they could get the best quality 
and a greater quantity. He would, 

Colonel Long. 


{COMMONS} 





Army Estimates. 760» 
however, have liked to have geen 
something done to bring into the 


Army men who, from their education 
and ability, now supplied the skilled 
abour market. He did not think that 
the War Office would ever tempt men 
who were already skilled labourers, 
because they would have to offer some 
35s. a week, which was impossible; but 
they might be able to tap that class 
before it became skilled. Those men had 
a certain amount of ability and educa- 
tion, and the first question they would 
ask themselves would be, what would be 
their position as regarded comfort and 
decency? The other day the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean spoke of interviews he had with 
soldiers, and the hon. Member for Oldham 
threw across the floor of the House the 
word ‘“ cubicles,” and the right hon. 
Gentleman replied that from what he had 
been told soldiers did not care about 
cubicles. He quite understood that they 
did not care about them after they had 
been two or three years in barracks, but, 
nevertheless, he thought they would 
weigh considerably with a certain class 
of recruits. If a man had his own 
cubicle, he would really not care if his 
next door neighbou” had been on tramp 
or had spent his nights in a threepenny 
doss house. The next thing the better 
class recruit would ask himself would 
be, what would be the prospects of his 
career? In that respect the Secretary of 
State for War had already done a great 
deal, because now any man of education 
and steady habits who could resist 
temptation would be certain to rise to be 
a non-commissioned officer, and might 
look forward to the pension, but it 
would be necessary to have yet further 
prizes, and, though commissions were 
now given from the ranks, they would 
have to be made yet more numerous 
and more certain. 

He was aware that many distinguished 
officers would differ with him, but he 
thought that the grounds for objection 
partly belonged to bygone days, when 
there was very little education in the 
ranks, and when long service caused a 
man who got a commission, perhaps 
after ten years service, to serve the 
next ten years with men who joined 
when he did, serving in the ranks. 
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He sincerely hoped that what his right 
hon. friend had done in increasing the 
pay of the soldier would result in his 
getting the recruits he required, but 
he hoped his right hon. friend would 
appreciate the great wastage which 
occurred in the case of the so-called 
“special” recruits. The number of 
men who during the first or second 
year of their service had to go to 
hospital, and the number invalided, 
was astonishing, considering that 
they were at the commencement of 
the two years medically examined, 
at an age when any hereditary disease 
or any serious weakness ought to be 
detected. Admissions to hospital there- 
fore. during first two years service, 
ought to be few, and invaliding ought 
only to result from accident, and he 
hoped his right hon. friend would give 
that matter his consideration. The 
number of admissions to hospital and 
invaliding in first two years service 
might be due to one or all of three 
things—either the special recruit was 
answerable, or our standard of height 
and chest measurement was too low, 
or the conditions of the service during 
the first two years were too much for 
lads of 18 or 20. He was sure that one 
of the greatest sources of economy would 
be to get rid of the wastage caused by 
taking men into the Army of insuffi- 
cient stamina, and the giving better 
rations to growing lads who enter the 
Army at eighteen years of age might 
assist. 


* 


(7.22.) Sire CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) saidthere 
were two or three matters of consider- 
able importance upon which questions 
had been asked but with regard to which 
there had been no reply. He did not 
complain because the debate which took 
place recently was a hurried one, and 
opportunity could not be given to elicit 
the facts. The first question he wished 
to put to the right hon. Gentleman was 
how his scheme with regard to the 
linked battalion system would work out. 
Last year the House was told exactly 
what the battalions of the future would 
be. On that oceasion he arrived at the 
conclusion that there would be seventy- 
seven battalions abroad and seventy-nine 
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Gentleman had now given as his con- 
clusion that he would have seventy-eight 
battalions abroad and _ seventy-eight 
battalions at home, but he did not 
explain how that happened. He had 
lost five battalions which he counted on 
last year as coming fromthe Navy. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I did not take 
credit for them. I mentioned the pro- 
posal to hand over some of the coaling 
stations to the Navy in a purely tentative 
manner as being the desire of the War 
Office. I mentioned that because I did 
not wish it to be said afterwards, if the 
scheme were carried through, that I had 
not warned the House, but I did not 
take credit for those battalions in my 
statement. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that of 
course he accepted the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman, but this only 
increased the necessity for their knowing 
how the figures stood, because the right 
hon. Gentleman had in some way modi- 
fied the figures, and it would be mis- 
leading to the House if the matter was 
not made clear. On the occasion of his 
speech last year the right. hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken of another matter to 
which he (Sir Charles Dilke) could only 
refer so far as it bore upon the question, 
and that was how this scheme afiected 
India. He could not expand and touch 
upon the financial side, but it would be in 
order to consider briefly how the scheme 
affected India. In fact, with regard to 
the question of the term of service, the 
home scheme could not be considered 
apart from the Indian scheme. They 
ought to know what had been the effect 
of the present prolonged term of service 
in India, brought about in consequence 
of the war. He was astonished, after 
the language the Secretary of State had 
used on the importance of this side of the 
matter, to find that India had not been 
consulted inconnection with the scheme. 
In his opinion the Government of India 
to have been consulted. The Secretary 
of State for War announced this scheme 
on the 4th of March, and India was 
not informed until the 27th of Feb- 
ruary last. He thought there was a very 
strong case for laying Papers before the 


battalions at home. The right hon. ) House showing the thought-out opiniom 
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ject, so that the House might have an 


those who were in a position to give an | 


opinion as to the length of time those 
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men had to serve who had to come back | 


from India tothe Reserve. 
wished to direct attention to, and which 


the length of service and Papers should 
be laid on the Table of the House to 
show whether the term of service should 
be eight years and four years in the 
Reserve, or whether it should be ten 
years in India. 


The point he | 
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of the Government of India on the sub-| to live and do their duty. That was a 


/minimum the Government would have 
opportunity of having the opinion of | 


to accept, and they were merely making 
two bites at the cherry in refusing to 
accept it at once. 

In conclusion, he desired to say a 
word with regard to the manner jn 


which the military system of the country, 
he wanted to press upon the House, was | 


as tested by the war, had confirmed the 
views so often expressed by the Secretary 
to the Admiralty, when sitting beiow the 


|gangway, as to the effect of esprit de 


The only other matter to which he | 


wished to call attention was one which 
had been pressed by many Members in 
the course of both debates which had 
taken place on this subject. It was the 
question of stoppages. It was not per- 


fectly understood whether the addition of | 


2d. to the soldier’s pay would or would 
not be accompanied by a_ redress 
of the grievance of stoppages. Every. 
military Member who had spoken had 
assented to the view that the Committee 
ought to aim at preventing the im- 
pression of injustice or deceit being made 
on the mind of the recruit. The men 
should know beforehand what they were 
going to receive ; if they did not there 
would be a continuance of that deser- 
tion in the earlier years of service, and 
that giving of a bad name to the Army 
which had done much harm to 
recruiting in the past. 
men received at present was not Is. or 
9d. in the case of the recruit without 
messing allowance, because not only were 
there obligatory stoppages on the pay- 
sheet, which—although it was very 
difficult to strike an average for reasons 
which had been mentioned—amounted 


so 


to about 24d. per day, but also other | 
sums, which, again, varied on account of | 


company subscriptions and so on. All 
these stoppages produced a sense of in- 
justice and deceit which had done much 
damage to the Army. It would probably 
have been wise on the part of the Secretary 
-of State, in making this new departure, 


to have faced the question of providing | 


better food. The principle which it had 
been decided to adopt in the case of the 
Navy would have to be extended to the 
Army, viz., that the men should receive 
from the State sufficient food on which 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


The amount the. 


corps on the fighting quality of troops. 
In the past sufficient regard had not 
perhaps been paid by civilians to the 
absolute necessity of preserving in every- 
thing that was done, the military tradi- 
tions of the various regiments. If any 
lesson had been taught by the war it 
was that the troops which had succeeded 
were those which had been placed together 
according to their regimental traditions, 


under their own ofticers, while those 
which had failed had been scratch 
detachments, or battalions deprived 


of their own officers, and placed under 


officers who were foreign to them. 
Therefore, in connection with any 
future alteration of the _ linked 


battalion system he should attach even 
more importance than in the past to the 
necessity of* preserving regimental tradi- 
tions with a view to encouraging the 
spirit of the men. 


(7.35.) CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton) 
fully agreed with the remarks of the 
right hon. Baronet as to the necessity of 
maintaining regimental tradition and 
esprit de corps. The war had proved in a 
marvellous manner that where troops 
had been kept together, under their own 
officers, and had not been formed of 


composite . regiments, the men_ had 
fought infinite'y better, and had ex 


hibited that spirit which had won for 
us our Empire, and which was_neces- 
sary for its maintenance in the future. 
The hon. Member for Birkenhead had 


| stated that the scheme of the Secretary 


of State for War had met with almost 
universal approbation. That approbation, 
however, must be measured mainly by the 
way in which one regarded the uses to 
which the regular home Army would be 
put in the future. If the home Army 
_were looked upon merely as a means ot 
| providing troops for the different needs 
| 
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of the Empire, and merely as a nursery | 
to have passes, to wear plain clothes, 


for the regiments abroad, then it might 
be acknowledged that the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman was by far the 
most practicable solution of the difficulty 
surrounding those needs. If, however, 
that army which would cost so much 
was to be looked upon as providing a 
striking force which could be easily sent 
abroad, not after the declaration of war, 
but in order to prevent war, then the 
scheme must inevitably fail. The mere 
increase of pay would not be sufficient 
to attract the enormous number of 
recruits required. The whole of the 
social and daily surroundings of the 
troops in the barracks would have to be 
considered. The King’s Regulations 
appeared to be founded on the principle 
that every man must be assumed to be 
a bad character until he proved himself 
to be a good one. That was an absolute 
reversal of the ordinary law under which 
a man was considered to be innocent 
until he was proved to be guilty. He 
did not say it was the fault of the Regu- 
lations or of those who framed them. It 
simply arose from the fact that in days 
gone by bad characters had too often 
predominated in the service, and the 
rules and regulations which hedged in 
the men in their daily life, in barracks, 
in their going out and their coming in, 
had been framed for the bad characters 
which it had been necessary to enlist. 
These facts had given the impression 
that the Army was more or less a some- 
what degraded profession for the young 
men of the country, and, as had again 
and again been pointed out, the mothers 
especially were afraid of their sons going 
into the Army. Until the spirit of the 
regulations was changed, and the whole 
way of looking at the soldiers and of 
treating the Army as a profession altered, 
it would be impossible to stamp out that 
impression. A great deal was being 
done in the way of providing dining- 
Tooms and cubicles in certain barracks, 
but the result of some barracks being 
good and others bad was that when men 
removed from a good barracks into a 
bad they noticed the more how bad the 
latter was. A large sum of money, 
therefore, would have to be spent on 
barracks, and it would be necessary to 
have a thorough, far-reaching, and | 
Universal scheme. ll the regulations | 
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as to men being allowed out at night, 


and so on, required to be most carefully 
over-hauled, and those who had the 
arrangement of such things should 
keep clearly before their minds that it 
was the intention of the country that 
men of good character should in future 
be attracted into the Army. The whole 
principle of the King’s regulations would 
have to be inverted. Men must be 
treated as good characters until they 
had proved themselves to be bad. 


As to the proposal with regard to 
getting rid of bad characters, as long as 
he could remember the Army there had 
peen that power in theory; the difficulty 
had been to enforce it. The regulations 
nominally permitted him, when a 
commanding officer, to get rid of bad 
characters, but in reality he had to go 
and ask it as a personal favour of the 
authorities. That was not right, nor 
was it good for the Army at large. It 
was too late to get rid of a man after he 
had become a confirmed drunkard, as 
he had then done almost as much harm 
as he could by his drinking habits. The 
commanding officer should have power 
to get rid of men whom they knew to 
have an evil influence in the regiment, 
and that evil power was not always 
shown by the number of open and 
flagrant exhibitions of evil conduct. 

Turning to the scheme as a means of 
providing a striking force in order 
to prevent war, he pointed out that 
the Government had been over and 
over again criticised for not having 
strengthened the garrisons in South 
Africa before war broke out. But 
what troops could have been sent out 
by the Government which would not 


afterwards have been said to have 
provoked the war? The odium and 


responsibility of declaring war would 
have been laid upon our shoulders 
instead of upon the shoulders of 
those who invaded our territory. In 
what way would this difficulty be 
removed in the future? The calling out 
of the Reserves had in modern warfare 
become almost tantamount to a declara- 
England was differently 


placed to Continental nations. If war 


was declared against them their Army 
was in the field and ready to advance 
against the enemy. This country had 
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world, and they could not call out the) 


Reserves and send them within a tew 
days to South Africa, India, or Canada. 
He confessed that, looking at the state 
of the labour market at the present time, 
he did not believe it was possible to 
devise any scheme by which a fight'ng 
force of from 70,000 to 100,000 men 
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enormous responsibilities all over the|after time he had seen commanders 


make a most perfunctory _ inspee- 
tion, and what they wanted was 
that each regiment should be inspected 
and judged independently. The Com- 


_mander-in-Chief could not go everywhere 
| age - 

_and make a long and detailed inspection. 
The Inspector Generals should be made 


could be maintained permanently in| 


this country, ready to be sent out, 
even at an enormous expense. At the 


same time, it ought to be made clear, | 


and the country at large should under- 
stand. that if they thought the blame 
rested on the system or on the Govern- 
ment at the beginning of this war for 
not strengthening the garrisons on the 
frontiers of Nata! and Cape Colony, 
under this scheme, which was going to 
cost so very large a sum of money, there 
would not be one battalion, one regi- 
ment more to send out in an event like 
that than there was under the old 
system. Mention had been made of the 
increased pay, but he would like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to point out 
to what extent the warrant officers 
would be benefited or otherwise by the 
new scale of pay because there was an 
impression abroad that the warrant 
otticers were going to be left out. 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. and 
gallant friend was not in the House at 
Question time, when I stated that the 
warrant officers would obtain this 
additional pay. 


CoLoNeL WELBY said there was only 
one other matter he wished to refer to 
and it had been mentioned by his hon. 


and gallant friend the Member for 
Evesham who had urged that the 


Secretary of State for War should take 
the Inspector Generals of Cavalry and 
Artillery from under the charge of 
the Adjutant General. He did think 
that the Inspector Generals should be 
independent of any other Department 
at the War Office, and they ought to 
really represent the Commander-in-Chief. 
In the German Army the Inspector 
Generals only reported to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. What they had 
suffered from in this country was the 
want of a really genuine independent 
inspection of their regiments. Time 
Colonel Welby. 


the representatives of the Commander- 
in-Chief when they made their inspections. 
Let them report direct to him, and then 
he believed that one of the great blots 
on their present system would be 
removed and that ‘in future there would 
be infinitely more efficiency and know- 
ledge amongst the units of the British 
Army than there was at present. 


*(7.50.) Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Otley) said that on the 22nd of 
January last he asked the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War a Question in regard to the Royal 
Engineers. The men who joined the 
Royal Engineers were, to a certain 
extent, skilled labourers, and men of 
that class would not join because they 
expected to get rather better pay. 
When a man in the Royal Engineers 
was at home and he fell sick he lost 
his working pay and received only his 
regimental pay. When those men went 
out as the Royal Engineers did to South 
Africa on active service they hoped 
and expected that this division of their 
pay would not exist, and that when 
they were suflering from wounds or 
sickness and were sent into the hospital 
they would receive the whole of their 
pay during that period, and which he 
had been given to understand they 
were not receiving at the present time. 
The Royal Engineers had played a most 
important. part in this campaign. Not 
only the question of the camps and the 
blockhouses but many other matters 
depended for their effective service 
upon the Royal Engineers, who were 
not only fighting men but also working 
engineers, and when there was no 
fighting for them to do they always 
had to beat work. During this campaign 
in South Africa they had suffered as much 
from sickness and they had been more 
exposed to dangers than other regiments. 
Therefore he wished to press upon the 
right hon. Gentleman the desirability 
of giving these men their full pay during 
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periods of sickness. The Engineer 
Volunteers who went out some time 
ago enlisted under a special agreement 
that they should receive their full pay 
whether they were in the hospital or 
not. A great many remarks had been 
made about stoppages and he wished 
to state that these arrears of pay and 
stoppages were causing a great deal of 
dissatisfaction and disappointment among 
this valuable arm of service. To remedy 
this in regard to the Royal Engineers 
would not take a large amount of 
money, and jt would be a great source of | 
satisfaction to those men to receive their 
arrears of pay which had accrued on 
account of accidents during service in 
a very difficult and dangerous occupation. 


*(7.57.) Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, 
Leek) said that two years ago some 
thirty battalions of the Militia volun- 
teered for service in South Africa at a 
time of great national emergency, and 
they were all prepared to do their duty 
as long as it was necessary for them to 
stay in South Africa. But the war had 
been protracted, and of those thirty 
battalions there were only some seven- 
teen or eighteen battalions who had 
returned home. He appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to make arrange- 
ments which should’ secure the 
automatic return of Militia regiments 
from South Africa after they had been 
out for two years. Some of the regi- 
ments were, to his personal knowledge, 
being kept out there at great personal 
cost and inconvenience to both officers 
and men. If something of this kind 
were not done, the right hon. Gentleman 
would find it very difficult to obtain 
officers in future for the Militia if it 
became known beforehand that they 
would’ be liable to unlimited service 
abroad. He was quite sure that the 
tight hon. Gentleman was desirous of 
relieving those regiments as quickly as 
possible, but he wished to assure him that 
he knew of many cases in which the very 
greatest losses had been occasioned by 
the prolonged absence of men in the 
Militia from their businesses. In the 
particular regiment to which he referred, 
and with which he was _ connected, 
there was hardly a single officer who 


was not in some private business or | 


other, and it was very hard that their 
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prospects in life should be ruined or 
damaged by an unlimited detention in 


South Africa. He ventured to urge 
upon the right hon. Gentleman that 
steps should be taken to get those 
Militia battalions which had not been 


to the war, and which had not been 
out on active service for a considerable 
time to volunteer, in order to relieve 
the regiments which had been serving 
in South Africa for two years. He was 
quite sure that if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would do this, it would make 
the Militia more popular, and would 
assist in retaining the officers. [8.0.] 


(8.30.) Mr. SOARES — (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) said as he had no special 
knowledge he did not propose to criticise 
the scheme introduced by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He proposed to say a few 
words with regard to the new provisions 
as to remounts. Everyone was _ glad 
that the right hon. Gentleman intended 
to come more in touch with the breeders 


and less with the dealers than was 
formerly the case. The right hon. 


Gentleman said he was also going to 
invoke the assistance of the Board of 
Agriculture, and also act upon the 
advice of the various Purchase Com- 
missions now being held in various parts, 
and that he intended to place buyers in 
the right districts. Did he understand 
that the buyers were to be men with a 
thorough knowledge of the districts in 
which they were to be placed and the 
horses to be bred there ? And were they 
to be civilians or military ren who were 
to be appointed? With regard to getting 
into touch with the Agricultural Societies, 
the right hon. Gentleman might remem- 
ber the suggestion which he had made 
to him upon this question. 


THe DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN: AL 
though this is a very comprehensive 
Vote, I might remind the hon. Member 
that there is a particular Vote for 
Remounts, and the hon. Member is only 
entitled to go into the general system ; 
he should avoid details as far as possible. 


Mr. SOARES said under those cir- 
cumstances he would only say a word 
with regard tothe Purchase Commissions. 
Very valuable results might be obtained 
| if these commissions were properly held, 
1 
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but the House ought to know what kind | 
of evidence was being brought before | 


them. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord SrTAnLey, 
Laneashire, Westhonghton): What Com- 
missions is the hon. Member referring to ? 


Mr. SOARES said the Commissions 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to on the previous Tuesday. 


Lorp STANLEY said that the Com- 
missions referred by the right hon. 
Gentleman on that occasion were Com- 
missions abroad. 


Mr. SOARES thought they might 


be held with very good results in the. 


horse-breeding districts of this country. 


The questions which ought to be sub-| 


mitted tothem were the particular classes 
of horses that could be bred and the way 
in which they could get in touch with 
the breeders. There was a lot of other 
important information which an inquiry 


of this sort could obtain, and the cost of | 


such an inquiry would only be about the 
same as the amount paid by the Govern- 
ment for a Hungarian horse. He also 


thought the system of registration might | 
be utilised more in the future than it | 


had been in the past. The Government 
had not bought a very large number of 


horses off the register in the course of | 


the present campaign, but those which 
they had bought had turned out remark- 
ably well. The system of registration at 


be very largely developed. Under it the 
Government obtained first of all a horse 


in hard condition, and secondly, a horse | 
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(8.42.) CapTaIn J ESSEL(St. Pancras, §,) 
said that the hon. and gallant Member for 
Taunton had made a most valuable con- 
tribution to the debate. He had pointed 
out the great danger the country would 
be exposed to when the new scheme of 
the Secretary of State for War came into 
operation. One of the great weaknesses 
of the present system was, that upon the 
outbreak of war so many men had to be 
recalled to the Colours that a regiment 
could not be sent out as a unit that had 
been drilled together. If that was so 
under the seven years service, what would 
it be under the three years service that 
was proposed ? It was now impossible to 
call up the reserves, except by royal pro- 
clamation and the assembly of Parliament 
within ten days, so that a single regiment 
could not be sent out without setting all 
this machinery in motion. He ventured 
to suggest that the Government should. 
consider this question, and in some way 
take powers under the new scheme Ly 
means of which they would have the 


| power to call up a considerable number 


of men without the use of this elaborate 
machinery, so that they might be en- 
abled to prepare twenty regiments at 
home without the idea becoming general. 


abroad that we we were embarking upon 


a great war. 
Last year he expressed his entire 


approval of the scheme of the Secretary 


of State. The objection was raised that 
the necessary men would not be obtained, 


and he suggested that if that proved to: 
_be the case it would be perfectly open 
| for the right hon. Gentleman to come to 
first sight was a good one, and ought to_ 


Parliament on a subsequent occasion with 


_ proposals for increased pay, but that such 


ademand could not be justified until it 
had been seen whether the scheme as it 
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that its owner was not very anxious to | stood would bea success. Unfortunately 
part with. There was a great deal of the men had not been obtained, and 


difference in buying a horse that was therefore the present reasonable proposals: 


being hawked about for sale. He did not | for increased pay were brought forward. 


see why the Colonies should notestablish | He had also expressed his approval of 
a register. |the right hon. Gentleman’s remarks 
| about the Army Corps. That term was 


Lorp STANLEY: Might I interrupt} much misunderstood at the time, for- 


the hon. Gentleman and say I was on a when examined into it merely meant a 
Committee which attempted to deal with | greater system of decentralisation, which, 
this matter. I was very much in favour | after all, was what the critics of the Army 
ot it, but the information we received | had been clamouring for many years 


from all the Agents General was that a/ past. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 


register of horses in the Colonies was out | man would persevere, undeterred by any 
of the question. 


Mr. Soares. 


| criticism, in relieving, by means of Army- 
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Corps, the congestion and centralisation 
at present existing at the War Office. 

As to good conduct pay, it could not be 
denied that no better system existed of 
encouraging the men in the Army, and 
inthe opinion of many great authorities 
it would be highly detrimental to the 
interests of the service if it were abolished 
or interfered with. Much uncertainty 
yas felt in service circles as to whether 
or not this pay was to be abolished, as 
the statement of the Secretary of State 
yas not clear as to whether the badges to 
ie given would carry pay with them. 
He hoped an assurance would be given 
that it Was not intended to alter a system 
which had worked so well for many 
years. 

’ The part of the proposal he had always 
regretted was that no addition had been 
made to the number of regular cavalry 
regiments. Year after year the infantry 
and artillery were increased, but no 
increase was made in the number of 
avalry regiments. He was astonished 
recently to hear of a provisional regiment 
of 800 men, serving in Ireland, supposed 
tobe a Lancer regiment, in which there 
was not a single lance. He did not know 
whether it was the intention of the War 
Office to abolish the lance, or whether they 
had been unable to obtain a supply of that 
useful weapon. It should be remembered 
that all wars in the future would not be 
waged exactly on the model of the present 
struggle in South Africa. The Germans, 
the French, and the Russians had not 
abolished the lance, and he asked the 





Government to pause ere they decided 
totake any such step. 


In regard to the Intelligence Depart- 
ment, there had been an improvement, 
san Assistant Director for mobilisation 
had been appointed ; but what, after all, 
was the strength of that Department ? 


lt consisted of seventeen officers, which, | 


considering the extent of the British 
Empire and the multifarious duties cast 
upon the War Office, was altogether in- 
sufficient. 
were employed in the Intelligence 
Department, in addition to which they 
had a great general staff. If the War 
Office could not see their way to increase 
the permanent staff of the Department, 
they might do a great deal more in 
the way of allowing young officers to 
transact the routine business. That 
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In Germany sixty officers | 
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would be a great advantage, because by 
these young officers coming in for three 
or six months, the permanent officers of 
the Department would be able to sift 
out those who were worth retaining, 
while the others would return to their 
regiments, 

In December last, in response to an 
invitation of the Colonel, he visited the 
Royal Garrison Regiment at Aldershot, 
and was particularly struck by the fine 
appearance of the men, but somewhat 
disgusted with the housing accommoda- 
tion. Ina particular regiment of about 
600 men, there were no less than 173 
sergeants, who were accommodated in 
the ordinary sergeants’ mess of a line 
regiment, usually adapted for about forty 
men. He had had some experience of 
overcrowding in London, but he had 
never seen anything like that at Alder. 
shot. The peculiar thing about the 
whole business was that the next-door 
barracks was perfectly empty; in fact, 
there were then about five empty 
barracks in Aldershot. Surely things 
might be so regulated, in spite of the 
ordinances of the Barrack Department, 
that those empty barracks could be used 
to relieve such over-crowding. Also in 
that regiment there were many men who 
had been musicians, but the War Office. 
in its wisdom, did not allow them to 
have a band. They were the only regi- 
ment not allowed that privilege. It 
would be a good thing if it were allowed, 
because the men could then keep up 
their musical education, and not be a 
burden on their friends when they 
returned to civil life. 

Then he desired to paya tribute to: 
the Army Vaccine Department, which 
provided lymph to both the Army and 
the Navy. The return of successful 


, Vaccinations showed that something like 


95 per cent. of the lymph sent out was 
successful, and this was very satisfactory 
in view of the fact that there had been 
a good deal of controversy in the 
medical journals as to the efficacy of 
Army lymph. 

Another point was as to whether the 
Financial Secretary could not see his 


/way to do away with the sort of plank 
_bed used in the guard rooms. A man 


who had been on sentry duty for 
two hours would have four hours off. 


_ but all he had to lie on was a wretchedly- 
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hard bed, without either pillow or’ with, say, a Scotsman, who, having been 


mattress. The men might just as well be 
comfortable as horribly uncomfortable, 
and he could not see why cots should 
not be provided, as had lately been done 
on the China stations. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ruled that 
it would not be in order for the hon. 
Member to go into details as to cots. 


Captain JESSEL thought it rather 
bore on the question of making the men 
more comfortable, and thereby inducing 
a better class of men to enlist. He 
would, however, Jeave that and go to the 
question of cubicles. Some time ago 
the present Chief Secretary for Lreland 
promised that experiments should be 
made with cubicles, and he would like to 
know how the question stood at present. 
Just before the war broke out an 
important Committee sat at Aldershot, 
and made certain recommendations. 
He did not know whether those recom- 
mendations had been pigeon-holed, but 
many Members believed that if proper 
accommodation was provided 
men, a better class of recruits would be 
attracted. There was a_ certain old- 
fashioned prejudice against these ideas, 
but he hoped they would be persevered 
with, as he was certain the result would 
repay the trouble. 


(9.2.) Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aber- 
deenshire, W.) asked whether it would 
not be good policy to give recruits the 
extra pay now to be given to the soldiers. 
The recruit was required to go through 
a very great physical and _ intellectual 
strain, and it was essential that he 
should have the means of increasing his 
dietary. Inthe Navy boys had a dietary 
nearly twice as good as that of the grown- 
up sailors. When recruits were sent to 
Caterham or elsewhere for their initial 
training they were put toa hardmentaland 
physical strain at a very critical period 
of their lives. If they were underfed at 
that time they would inevitably become 
victims of heart-disease, consumption, or 
some other disease well known to medical 
men. Then, again, the digestion suffered 
from the sudden change from one class 
of diet to another. Ifa man had been 
half-starved and was then put on ample 


diet, his digestion suffered : the same | 


Captain Jessel. 


for the! 


used to a porridge diet, was suddenly 
placed on a meat diet. Professor Haldane 
of Oxford had laid down that the diet of 
the soldier was not so good really as that 
of the convict. That surely was not as 
it ought to be. He was not prepared to 
go into'a detailed calculation, but an 
equally eminent authority had laid down 
the opposite view, and considered the 
soldier's rations were sufficient. He was 
quite prepared to acknowledge that they 
could not lay these things down jn 
chemical formula. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and, forty being found present— 


Dr. FARQUHARSON, resuming, said 
they could not arrange the dietary of 
the men by chemical formula. They 
must have a certain amount of variety 
before it could be considered a dietary 
for a soldier or for anyone else. He 


wished to point out the admirable way 


in which the recruit was fed at Caterham. 
There the soldier got an extra halfpenny 
per day towards his mess, and he could 
get an excellent supper from one penny 
to twopence a day, and this filled up 
what he had always described as a 
formidable gap between dinner at 12.30 
and the breakfast which he got at 7 or 
8 o’clock the next morning. He did not 
want to have the doctors tied down upon 
questions of actual weight or chest 
measurements, for any doctor ought to 
be able to tell whether a young fellow 
was likely to develop strength or not. 
He had heard of officers going to Sandow 
to put on some extraneous muscle in 
order to pass the doctor. His hon. friend 
knew that the only possible way of truly 
ascertaining the state of the lungs was by 
using a spirometer, which enabled the 
doctor to test the breathing capacity of 
the lungs. The measurement of the 
chest was a very delicate and complicated 
thing, and as a rule civilian doctors did 
not understand it, and this should be 
carried out by military men of long 
experience. He desired to congratulate 
the Secretary of State for War, who had 
not had too many congratulations lately, 
upon what he was proposing to do for 
the Army Medical Department. He was 
sure that the plan he was proposing was 
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a very great 


original one, for he was now suggesting | 


increased pay for medical men and com- | 
petition in the open market. He was | 
also going to give the Army doctors 
increased facilities for study, which was 
absolutely necessary in order to keep the 
doctor upto the mark and to have the 


soldiers and officers properly treated 
medically, both in time of peace 
and war. They couid never get good 


doctors in the Army unless there was 
some kind of return to those pleasant 
days they used to enjoy under the 
regimental system. He understood that 
there was now to be a partial return to 
that svstem, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman was proposing to attach these 
officers to the battalions, and find them a 
home until the end of their service. 
That was a necessary thing to a real 
improvement in the Army Medical Depart- 
mat, and it Was an advance upon the old 
system, which would ensure them a good 
supply of candicates. No one was more 
desirous than he was of a return to the 
good old days when there was competi- 
tion amongst Army doctors, and when 
doctors were very pleased to look back 
to their regimental life. In conclusion, 
he again desired to congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman upon having brought 
forward recommendations which would 
ensure what they all wanted, namely, a 
supply of good candidates for the Army 
Medical Department. 


*(9.16.) Mason EVANS-GORDON 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney) said that 
upon the occasion of the last debate upon 
this subject in the House he ventured to 
make some remarks about the War Office 
itself. He hoped the Secretary of State 
for War or the noble Lord would now 
find it convenient to answer one or two 
of the questions which he put upon that 
occasion. He pointed out that in his 
speech upon the introduction of the | 
Army Estimates the Secretary of State 
for War had passed over somewhat 
lightly the recommendations of the | 
Dawkins Committee. Those recommenda- | 
tions were nintey in number, and many | 
of them had been passed over in silence. | 
There was one point upon which he | 
wished to offer an explanation, because he | 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
clearly understood it, and it was in 
reference to the Permanent Executive | 





Committee at the War Office—he found 


VOL. CV. 
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the War Office—concerning the duties of 
which they would be very glad to have 
some explanation. The Dawkins Com- 
mittee laid it down that it was not 
conducive to the progress of businessd 
to have two Boards of that kin. 
The permanent officials were taken away 
twice a week to attend this Board, and it 
was not clear what the duty of the 
Permanent Executive Committee was. 
The other point he made was with 
regard to the non-existence in the War 
Ottice of a department corresponding to 
the general staff in foreign armies. It 
seemed to him to be a most extraordinary 
thing that in the British Army they 
should have no staff of that kind. The 
right hon. Gentleman told them that the 
Director General of the Intelligence 
Department was performing — those 
duties ; but why play with this question ? 
Why not take the bull by the horns, and 
ave a real General Statf of the Army ! 
Those officers should be employed study- 
ing the great problems of war. He 
trusted that the Secretary of State would 
act boldly in this matter, and that a real 
department for the consideration of these 
great problems would be formed. Lord 
Charles Beresford had referred to the 
same subject with regard to the Navy, 
and if it was needed in the Navy surely it 
was much more needed in the Army. The 
hon. Member for Biggleswade, the other 
night, excused the War Office for want of 
preparedness, because the problems were 
so varied that it was almost impossible to 
know beforehand what the requirements 
of the Army would be. Surely they 
should have a department of the War 
Office exclusively employed in dealing 
with that great subject. He wished now 
to say a word or two with regard to the 
Remount Department. In a debate in 
the House of Lords the other day—— 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! The hon. and gallant Member 
cannot refer to speeches made in the 


other House. 


*Masor EVANS-GORDON said he 
wished to refer to a speech made in 
another place, in which Lord Lansdowne 
said that he considered the arrangements 
made by the Quartermaster General for 
sending horses to South Africa good ; 
that the trouble was at the other end ; 
that even the very best horses could not 


2E 
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live if put straight into trains after a | 
journey of 6,000 miles at sea, if after 
forty-eight hours in the train they are 
handed straight over to the columns ; 
that it was evident now that our only 
chance of avoiding the immense wastage 
in horseflesh which had taken place | 
would have been to have had 40,000 or 
50,000 horses in reserve in the Cape 
Colony at the commencement of the 
war. But his Lordship pointed out that 
no Government could have formed such 
a reserve under the diplomatic conditions | 
then obtaining. All that Lord Lansdowne | 
said was absolutely true, and it was further 
quite true that in the earlier stages of | 
the war, especially in February and March, 
1900, it was impossible to retard opera- 
tions by waiting for the formation of 
such a reserve of horses. But, and this 
was the whole point, the war has now 
been going on for two and a half years, 
and they had yet to learn what effort 
had been made during all this time 
to build up the reserve which Lord 
Lansdowne pronounced to be necessary. | 
Would the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War, tell the 
House whether any, and if so, what 
reserve, now existed after all the mounted 
troops now in the field had _ been 
efficiently mounted? His information 
was, taking the whole of South Africa 
together, that not less than one third 
of the mounted troops were from one 
eause or another on foot.  Siuce 
February 1900, more than two years 
ugo, the tactics of the enemy had 
almost invariably consisted in delaying 
rearguard actions, and in rapidly retreat- 
ing when attacked. It was obvious that 
the only counter-stroke to these tactics | 
was the turning of the flanks, and rapid 
pursuit, This necessitated superior 
mobility, and it had been long evident 
to the most uneducated observer, that | 
well-conditioned horses were the very 
first requisite. He did not believe that 
the blame attached to our troops and | 
column commanders. No doubt there 
were exceptions, but for the most part, 
officers and men did their best to care 
for their horses. | 

The fault lay in want of organisation 
in the Remount Department, in a want 
of foresight and want of courage in | 
establishing adequate reserves of horses, 
and in a constant desire on the part of | 
the Government—of which hon. Members | 
Major Evans-Gordon. 


{COMMONS} 


_ monthly 


_get fresh ones in their places. 





Army Estimates. 


780 


who read the White Paper recently 
issued on the Remount question would 
find abundant evidence—to reduce the 
expense entailed in sending such immense 
instalments of horses and 
animals to South Africa. The pre- 
dominant note in the telegrams passing 
between the Secretary of State and the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa 
was “Can’t you reduce your monthly 
demands for horses?” Such criticisms 
were easy to make, but with the per- 
mission of the House he would nowsuggest 
aremedy. It had already been suggested 
by his hon. and gallant friend the Mem- 
ber for the Ross Division of Hereford- 
shire, in a maiden speech, to which they 


all listened with interest. Over and 
above the 10,000 horses per month 
needed to make good the normal 


wastage, the Government should pur- 


chase and send out as quickly as possible 
, 50,000 horses. 


At the same time the 
number of remount depots in South 
Africa should be largely increased, and 
they should be adequately furnished with 
non-commissioned officers, men, and 
shoeing smiths. Half the vaiue of the 
blockhouse system was that they had 


‘made it possible to multiply our advance 


depots and jumping-off places. With 
this reserve of horseflesh in hand, the 


| Assistant Inspector of Remountsin South 


Africa would be able for the first time 
so to distribute his animals that column 
commanders would send in to the nearest 
depét horses which required rest, and 
The 
former after a rest of three weeks with 
good food and grooming would be again 
fit for work, and he was certain that if 
this were done the monthly death rate of 
horses would bediminished by 100 per cent. 
or more. The present system meant that 
the horses were broken down and in- 
curable before they were sent in for rest. 
The result was that the death rate in 
the depots had been about 7,000 horses 
per month for the past ten months, 
while in the columns themselves the 


‘losses had amounted to 4,000 a month 


for the same period. Had it been in the 
power of column commanders to exchange 
tired horses for fresh ones before the 
former were past hope of recovery, this 
terrible waste would have been prevented. 


The experiment had in one instance 
been tried by Colonel Gorringe, of the 
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Roval Engineers, who, when in command 
of a column, established a depét of some 
1,300 horses, with the result that he 
was able to keep all his horses in good 
men properly 
mounted. There had been much talk 
of the extravagance of paying more than 


and elsewhere, and much talk also of the 
carelessness of officers and men when on 


the march ; but, in his opinion, the real | 


extravagance, far exceeding that pro- 
seeding from any other cause, had been 
the lack of foresight and organisation 
and failing to provide, at as early a date 
as possible, an adequate reserve. Our 
policy in this respect had been ‘“ Penny 
wise and pound foolish.” The Govern- 
ment told them that all demands from 
South Africa were at once complied with, 
but it should be remembered that it 
was the minimum demand for horses 
which had been met, and he felt certain 
that if Lord Kitchener were asked 
whether the immediate creation of a' 
reserve of 50,000 which he suggested 
was advisable, he would welcome the 
suggestion and cordially approve of it. 
‘Better late than never,” and not a day 
should be lost even now in hastening in 
every possible way the collection in 
South Africa of this reserve over and 
above the number of horses required to 
mount every mounted man in the Force. 
let the initial cost be what it might, the 
Government would find that tens of 
thousands of pounds would be saved by 
the transaction. 


There was one more point to which he | 
should like to refer, namely, the necessity 
lor buying all the horses available in 
Cape Colony. It seemed an absurd 
thing that they should be purchasing and 
ending horses from Russia, Canada, and | 
America, and all quarters of the globe, | 
when there were plenty of good, seasoned | 
rmounts available and at hand in| 
(ape Colony which their officers were 
tot allowed to touch. Every difficulty 
was placed in the way of the officers to | 
prevent our troops getting good locai | 
rmounts from the so-called protected | 
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No private person should be allowed to 
keep horses of any sort, and all the horses 
in the country should be Government 
property. This might cost some money 
but it would be a real economy in the 
end. He would not even exempt Cape 


Town itself, and would put it out of the 
the market value for horses in Hungary | 


power of the farmers to say, ‘“‘ Why must 
we give up our horses which are our 
bread and meat, while people in Cape 
Town keep as many horses as they 


like for their pleasure?” He was 
confident that if hon. Members on 
both sides of the House combined 


to press these views on the Government 
they would be doing something much 
more practical than wasting the time of 
Parliament and the country in party 
bickerings as to the vices of one side and 
the virtues of the other. 


*(9.30.) Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) said 
the regimental sergeant-majors in the new 
Yeomanry were not placed in so favour- 
able a position as the sergeant-majors in 
the Volunteers, and he thought that dis- 
tinction ought not to be. The regimental 
sergeant-majors of Volunteers were after 
twenty-one years service granted a 
pension in the first class of 2s. 9d., where- 
as the Yeomanry squadron sergeant- 
majors, if appointed to the corresponding 
position, only got a pension in the second 
class of 2s. 6d. The case of the Yeomanry 
sergeant-major was rendered even harder 
by the fact that he did not get extra 
duty pay. He seemed to have been for- 
gotten in the new Regulations. Referring 
to the Yeomanry Reserve, he observed 
that under the new plan which the 
Secretary of State for War explained the 
other day, a bounty of £5 would be 
given to any Yeoman who placed himself 
on the list for service abroad. Then it 
was decided to form a small Volunteer 
Yeomanry Reserve who, he understood, 


were to fill up the gap in the Yeomanry 


caused by those efficient Yeomen who 
might be called upon to give service 
abroad. He wished to know some details 
as to the formation of the Reserve, and 


arms, while the Boers had no difficulty | a), as the circumstances were much the 


in obtaining them. Lord Roberts was | 
no d ise in trying this sympathetic | a: 
soe tapes hey sag Seager 2 40 ‘or any bounty would be given to the 


and lenient policy in the first instance, 
but surely thelesson, no horses, no Boers, 


should have been learnt by this time. | 


same as in the Militia, whether the same 


Yeomanry who joined the new Volunteer 
Reserve. 


2E2 
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(9.35.) Mr. KEARLEY 
said he wished to point out to the 
Secretary of State for War an admitted 
grievance in connection with the 
Contracts Department, and to ask some 
assurance that reform had taken place. 
The right hon. Gentleman stated the 
other day that, the Report of the Com- 
mtttee with regard to the Department 
did not speak badly of it. There were 
differences and misunderstandings in 
the Department, especially between the 
Supply Department and the Contract 
Department pure and simple. He thought 
he could predicate what that meant. It 
was a want of harmony between the 
military and the civil elements. Those 
differences which previously existed had 
become accentuated since the commence- 
ment of the war. They all knew what 
want of harmony meant in a business 
enterprise, and the Contract Department 
ofthe War Office wasastupendous business 
enterprise. The Contracts Department 
had for years past been overworked, and 
since the war broke out it had been 
more congested with work than ever. 
The Committee made thoroughly sensible 
recommendations which could not be 
gainsaid. There were on the Committee 
capable business men including the hon. 
Member for the Rossendale Diyision. The 
first proposition which the hon. Member 
laid down was that there should be a 
practical business man at the head of 
the Contracts Department. The Depart- 
ment was responsible for buying an 
enormous variety of merchandise from 
all classes of importers and exporters, and 
forage dealers. He was making no attack. 
He was merely bringing the subject 
foward for the purpose of having it 
ventilated, because there was room for 
enormous reform. The recent meat 
contracts were adjudicated on by many 
gentlemen of high standing at the War 
Office, but not one of them knew any- 
thing about meat. They had to deal 
with a queer lot of people who 
thoroughly knew their business, and it 
was a case of the blind leading the blind. 
Until they had at the head of the Depart- 
ment a man habituated to business they 
would never succeed. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: What 
do you mean by a business man ? 


(Devonport) | 
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Mr. KEARLEY: What do you mean 


by a soldier? I mean an expert in 


business affairs. 


Mr. WINSTON 
most all kinds of 
business affairs. 


CHURCHILL: Al 


human affairs are 


Mr. KEARLEY said the man who 
bought goods for the War Office should 
be a business man in touch with all the 
markets of the world, and able to seek 
out new sources of supply. He had also 
to prevent competition between his own 
Department and the Admiralty, taking 
care that when one Department was 
buying, the other was not spoiling the 
market. Was it not absurd? The head 
of this Department was not, in the first 
place, a business man, and in the second 
place he had to carry out that which no 
business man would ever attempt. The 
reason the Government were unable torun 
this Department except at a loss was that 
there was no regard to business people. 
The man who was responsible for buying 
all these things had no contrel over the 
articles which he had bought. He never 
even saw them ; he had no opportunity 
whatever of testing whether the bulk 
was up to the sample from which he had 
purchased. The whole of the buying 
Department wanted recasting, and the 
first thing to be done was to surround 
the Department with a commercial atmos- 
phere and put officialism on one side. 
The best men that could be found in the 
open market should be brought in and 
be well paid. He would pay them £5,000 
or £10,000 a year and no pension, instead 
of the munificent sum of £1,200 which 
was the salary of the director ofcontracts 
—the man who had to do all this work. 
A man was ruined by becoming a per- 
manent official and having a pension at 
the end of his service. Good salaries 
should be paid and the most experienced 
men in this line of business should be 
employed. Soldiers could not be expected 
to he good business men, and _ the only 
thing to be done in this matter was to 
separate the commercial from the official 
part of the Department. 


*(9.50.) Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somerset- 
shire, N.) said he desired to refer to the ad- 
ministration of the Militia. The practice 








of musketry was nothing more than a- 
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farce. The whole period of twenty-eight 
days for which the Militia were called up 


for annual training was not sufficient for | 
musketry practice if nothing else was , 


done. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN pointed 
out that there was a particular Vote for 
the Milivia, and that the hon. Member 
must net go too much into detail. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN expressed his dis- 
appointment at the ruling of the Chair, 
to which he submitted. The events 
which had taken place in the last two 
years had proved not only that the 
musketry of the Militia had been ne- 
glected, but that this neglect had had the 
most serious results. Was it not a fact 
that of the Militia regiments which were 
ordered to South Africa, one-third of the 
men never went through their course of 
musketry, and that many of them had 
never fired a rifle at all. 
some time ago asked in Parliament 
as to whether it was not a fact that many 
of the Militia battalions sent out 
to South Africa had never even 
fired at a target, and the reply 
given was that when they arrived in 
South Africa they would have an oppor- 
tunity of learning how to shoot, and that 
on the way out they would be exercised 
in musketry from over the stern of the 
ship. Could anything be more absurd. 
A great deal had been said as to the 
diffeulty of getting ranges ; he did not 
intend te pursue the subject, and would 
only say that what had taken place 
abroad had taught us that it was not 
necessary the men should be provided, 
when learning to shoot, with long 
ranges. Men should be taken out 
to shoot from unknown distances at 
marks other than fixed targets. With re- 
gard to the permanent staff, it was neither 
sufficient in numbers nor composed of 
the best men to instruct these men 
in their twenty days training. There 
were not sufficient men on the permanent 
staff in time of peace, but in time of war 
it was wholly inadequate. It might be 
said the Militia was not dependent on the 
permanent staff, but it was absolutely 
dependent on it for instruction. A good 
staff and daily instruction would make a 
good soldier out of a raw  recruit- 
bat it was not every young soldier 
who could be made into a_ good 
officer. This want 


non-commissioned 
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could be easily supplied. There were 
many Army reserve men who had passed 
through the line battalions who would 
take up this service, and they were the 
very men.the Militia battalions would 
like to get during their yearly trainings 
to instruct their men. Every Militia 
officer recognised the difficulties non- 
commissioned officers found in enforcing 
discipline in the ranks, because during 
the period when they were not training 
the men were associated together—and 
these duties if properly carried out would 
interfere with their comfort when the 
training ceased. If non-commissioned 
officers serving with the Reserves could be 
obtained for this duty for one month 
in the year they would supply a want 
that had been greatly felt. He believed 
such men were to be found. At present 


the best non-commissioned _ ofticers 
from the line went to the Volun- 
teers. The pick of the Militia which 
went into the line as recruits got 
more drills, and, therefore, were more 


perfect, but the militiamen who only 
came out for a month’s training a year 
required infinitely better instruction 
than a recruit of the line. The result 
of not having the best non-commis- 
sioned officers was shown to _ be 
most disastrous in South Africa. The 
many offences for which young soldiers 
had been punished by Courts-martial in 
South Africa had been, in his opinion, 
chiefly due to their not having been better 
looked after by their non-commissioned 
officers, and those offences would not have 
been committed if a proper number of non- 
commissioned officers had been appointed 
to look after them. He did not believe 
that this state of affairs was known at the 
War Office. It was not possible for the 
inspecting officers appointed to inquire 
into these matters, though they were 
otherwise efficient, but in the short time 
they held their appointments they 
could understand the Militia battalions. 
The consequence was the Militia returns 
were not of a reliable nature. During 
the training everyone ought to go through 
a practical musketry course, so that they 
could see those who would make useful 
shots and those who would not. In times 
of peace many commanding ofticers of the 
Militia regiments who had had no service 
in the Army had done credit to the regi- 
ments, but all officers ought to be kept up 
to their duty in times of peace. 
The responsibility of taking a Militia 
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regiment into action was very great 
indeed. At these times the officers’ 
responsibility was in every respect equal 
to that of those in the line, he could not take 
refuge in the fact that he wasa militiaman 
and did not know what to do. It 
ought not to be sufficient for a man 
merely to have been in the line years 
ago to qualify as Commander of a Militia 
regiment. He had tried many times to 
interest the House and the Government 
in this subject, but no notice had been 
taken of his remarks. It was perhaps 
tiresome to Members to hear any- 
thing about the Militia. His ex- 
perience was that little attention was 
paid to representations on behalf of that 
branch of the service. He hoped, how- 
ever, there would be a change in that 
respect in the future. The Militia was 
the main recruiting ground for the line. 
and on that account alone, if for no 
other, nothing should be left undone to 
keep up its efficiency. 


*10.12. Sm WALTER FOSTER 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) said he was in 
thorough agreement with the policy of 
making the Army as attractive as pos- 
sible to those who came to serve 
under the flag. He believed that there 
was an enormous amount of material to 
be obtained for the Army if they only 
gave suitable inducements to the men to 
come forward. The younger men who 
joined ought to have special care and 
attention given to them, and while they 
ought not to be paid at the same rate 
as those who were trained soldiers 
facilities ought to be given to them to 
better their condition and make their 
lives more tolerable than at present. At 
nineteen years of age these men wanted 
a greater amount of care and food than 
they received at present because this was 
the period when they were developing, 
and their rations ought to be more 
generous. Then with regard to clothing. 
A soldier who had to go through life 
with only two shirts, that is one a week 
for night and day wear, was not living 
under satisfactory conditions as to clean- 
liness or health or personal self-respect, 
and better men could be obtained if the 
treatment given to them was more 
generous. The Army Medical Corps had 
succeeded in obtaining an extra shirt— 
and that concession ought to be extended 
to the men in other regiments. 

Mr. Llewellyn. 
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He desired to call attention to the very 
serious wastage from disease which wag 
still going on in the Army in South 
Africa. He made out from the Returns 
published in the Papers that in January 
and February, 1901, about 750 men 
were lost from enteric fever, and that for 
the corresponding months of this year 
the number was over 800. That was a. 
terrible mortality. It meant not only 
800deaths, but the illness probably of over 
5,000 other men. That was a terrible 
drain on the fighting strength of the 
force which ought not to be allowed 


to go on. He contended that they 
|were not taking these matters 


seriously enough. Surely this continued 
drain on our forces was not creditable 
to the administration. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that he was 
advised by civilian doctors in the best 
practice in London ; but in these matters 
they needed the guidance of special 
experts in sanitary matters—leading 
' medical officers of health, or inspectors 
under the Local Government Board. It 
was true that the right hon. Gentleman 
had sent out a Commission to South 
Africa to enquire into dysentery and 
enteric, and he could not have made a 
better selection of Commissioners; but, 
as far as he could gather, they had now dis- 
' appeared and had left no special organisa- 
tion behind them to carry out the recom- 
mendations they had made. The other 
day the right hon. Gentleman said that 
the notification of disease in South Africa 
‘had been stopped, and that it was not 
considered necessary by the people out 
there, because the disease was endemic. 
But that was the very reason why it was 
necessary. There were no fewer than 
sixty places where the mortality from 
enteric fever was excessive. In these 
‘circumstances special pains should be 
taken to protect the unfortunate men 
' who were fighting their country’s battles 
‘in South Africa from the ravages of a 
| disease which was essentially preventable. 
| Over and over again it had been laid 
'down in reports from authorities that 
‘steps ought to be taken to save the 
people from that malady by the simple 
precaution of boiling the water. Had 
any steps been taken to provide the 
columns with means of doing this? In 
the Swiss and Russian Armies kitchen 


carts accompanied even mobile columns, 
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sothat they could cook and boil water | head of that Department was to have a 
as they marched along, and when they Jarger salary than £1,200 a year he would 
arrived at their destination they had the come into violent contact with the hon. 
water and coffee prepared for the soldiers. | Member for Battersea, who had already 
Our men, however, tortured with | declared that £500 a year was as much 
thirst, after a long and dusty march, | as any man was worth. 

rushed to the nearest pool and slaked | 
their thirst, and very often contracted | 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : I had 


enteric fever as a consequence, and lost 
their lives. He had recently seen at the 
United Service Institution an apparatus 
for boiling the water, which would be 
a wonderful help in preventing the 
spread of this particular malady. 


THEDEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he was 
loth to interrupt the hon. Member, but 
he failed to see how the remarks he was 
making were connected with the present 
Vote. The matter to which he was 
referring was one for the medical 
officers to deal with. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTERexplained that 
he only desired to point out the terrible 
wastage in our forces that was going 
on, which he believed was largely preven- 
tible. He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would take all expert advice and be 
guided by it, in order to put a stop to 
the loss of brave men’s lives. 


(10.34.) Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL 
said that in time of war, soldiers, how- 
ever sensible, cared a great deal more on 
some occasions about slaking their 
thirst than about the danger of enteric 
fever, and he could not see how the 
complicated arrangement suggested by 
the hon. Member for the 
Division would stand the severe and un- 
sympathetic test of war. The hon. 
Member for Devonport had said many 
things which would be admitted on both 
sides of the House. In a general way, 
all were in favour of adopting business 
principles in the Army, and running it 
more as a commercial organisation. 


Mr. KEARLEY pointed out that he 
addressed his remarks solely to the con- 
tracts of the War Office. 


Mr. 
that if 


WINSTON CHURCHILL said 


there was one  Depart- 


‘ment more than another that should 


the 
the 


it was 
But if 


be run on those lines 
Contract Department. 


Ilkeston | 


‘in my mind the War Office at that 
| period. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: That 
|/no one in the War Office was worth 
/more than £500 a year ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: At that period- 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 


he would not draw any _ invidious 
comparisons between the War Office 
‘and any other Department. The 
hon. Member for Devonport was a 
great advocate of business men. If 
there was one thing upon which 
egregious rubbish had been talked—he 
was not referring to the hon. Member— 
it was this subject of business men. We 
were to have a Government of business 
‘men. There might be good and bad 
Governments, and nothing would induce 
him to say in which category the present 
Government should come; but there was 
no Government more undesirable than a 
/Government of business men, if by that 
/were meant men who had _ become 
_ directors of great companies in the City. 
'He could not conceive how the hon. 
Member could have put forward such a 
proposition as he had done. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he had merely 
| stated that it was best to have trained 
_ business men at the head of a buying 
_Department, such as the Contracts 
| Department, which on2 would not get 
| for £1,200 a year. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said the 
hon. Member had not carried the doctrine 
'as far as one of the leaders of the Liberal 
Party in the House of Lords had done- 
The hon. Member had stated that he 
would like business men who were experts 
in the various business affairs with which 
they had to deal. He could imagine 
nothing more dreadful. On such a 
principle they would put Captain Harti- 
gan at the head of the Remount Depart- 
ment, or a great corn merchant to 
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purchase grain for the Army. If he had | Therefore, if he did not go in detail into 
to choose between business men and the | either of those points of the speech of the 


present contract authorities he would | 
much prefer to see at the head of the | 


Contract Department the present Finan- 
cial Secretary, who was a man of the 
world, and who had been trained in the 
hard school of the House of Commons. 
It was a principle of our Constitution not 
to employ experts, whether business men 
or military men, in the highest affairs of 
State. At theend ofthe war they were to 


have a long inquiry, but he ventured to , 
think that one of the results of that In- | 
quiry would not be the establishment of | 
business men — by which he meant. 
directors of great companies—at the 


head of the various purchasing depart- 
ments of the War Office. 


The hon. Member for South Molton | 


had said that the expenditure of the 
Army was steadily growing, and that it 
would have been better if the War Office 
had devoted themselves to finishing the 
war before they worried themselves 
about reforming their own organisation. 
With both of these premises he had fre- 
quently expressed his entire agreement. 
When, however, on another occasion he 
mentioned the word “economy,” the 


hon. Member for Fareham immediately | 


concluded that he had abandoned every- 


thing he had previously said on the sub- | 


ject of the Army. The expense of the 
Army was a great and lamentable fact, 
and that it was growing was a most 
formidable, dangerous, and alarming 
fact. He ventured tothink the fact that 
we spent as much on our Army as we do 
on our Navy was a state of affairs so 
anomalous that, even in the many 
curious anomalies which prevailed in our 
Constitution and the management of our 
public affairs, it was almost impossible to 
find a parallel for it. But what chance 
was there for an ordinary private Mem- 
ber doing anything to arrest the growth 
of expenditure ? From every part of the 
House the cry had gone up that we 
should have the largest Army possible, 
that it should be supplied in the best 
manner possible, and that all ranks 
should be paid in the highest way possible. 
He recognised how utterly futile and 
impossible it was for individuals to stand 
against this tide of public opinion. They 
might make their protest, but more than 
‘that it was not possible for them to do. 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


hands _ of 


hon. Member, but merely expressed his 
entire concurrence in them, he hoped it 


_would not be charged against him that 


he had abandoned the positions he had 
previously taken up. 

In the question of economy one had to 
begin at the bottom as well as at the top. 
No doubt some of the expense of the 
Army was due to the expensive living 
prevalent in some regiments. The right 
hon. Gentleman had had in his possession 
for some days a very valuable Report from 
the Committee on Military Education. 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 


say he had not yet received the Report. 


Mr. 
that at 


WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
any rate it had left the 

the Committee, and he 
hoped a_ distinct opportunity would 
be given for its discussion, as it was 


,a matter in regard to which many 


Members, notably the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, entertained very decided opinions. 
He hoped they would also have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the social question 
which was so much interwoven with the 
problem of officeringthe Army. On the 
subject of officers’ expenses, he contendep 
that the War Office had no right what- 
ever to control the individual expenditure 
of any man in the Army. It was a pre- 
posterous proposition that a Government 
Department should prevent their own 
servants spending their own money in 
their own way in their own time, within 
thelaw, ofcourse. Torefusethem that right 
would be to exclude men of means from 
the Army. [‘ Why ?”’] Because if they 
were not allowed to spend their own 
money in their own way they would go 
to a profession in which they were 
allowed that ordinary liberty. It was 
not necessary to exclude rich men from 
the Army, nor was it desirable that the 
Army should be officered entirely by rich 
men. It was very desirable that there 
should be some officers with private 
means, and at any rate he should protest 
vehemently against the policy of hunting 
such men from the Army. Some of the 
officers who had done the best service in 
South Africa were among the most 
wealthy, and many of them had: given 














793 Supply— 


{21 Marcu 1902} 


their lives for their country, But if it | 
was not justifiable for the War Office to | 
interfere with individual expenditure in | 
themselves in these magnificent uniforms. 


the Army, they were perfectly justified 


ininterfering with collective expenditure. | 
‘done a great deal by his Army Corps 


He would make the right hon. Gentleman 
a present of two small 
which would be unpopular, but not 
seriously so, which would do a great 
deal with regard to collective expenditure. 
There should be a regulation, strictly 
enforced, that no bottle of wine in any 


economies, | 
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invited to pay £60 or £70 for gaudy 
trash. It should not be incumbent on 
officers in Yeomanry regiments to dress 
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He thought the Secretary of State had 


reform. It had been said that a military 


| officer had no interest in economy, because 


mess of the British Army should be) 


uncorked unless some. individual officer 
signed his name for it. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN intimated 
that the hon. Member was going beyond 
the scope of the discussion. 


no single regiment got a single advantage 
out of economy, for if anything was lost 
or broken the officer wrote out the loss 
and it was borne by the public. If some 
practical system could be introduced 
whereby supposing a colonel saved 
something in one direction he would be 
allowed a little more, say for cartridges ; 
and if he saved something in saddlery he 


_ would be allowed a little more for forage ; 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said | 


that in that case he would make the 
right hon. Gentleman a present of these 
two economies _ privately. All he 
would venture to say, speaking in 
general terms, was that there was one 
great method of striking at the collective 
expenditure, and that was by insisting on 
the pro rata system by which every 


any regimental entertainment 
much a head but according to his rank. 
He believed that on the whole that very 
valuable Regulation was allowed to go as 
a dead letter. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would vigorously enforce that rule 
he was sure he would have a very great 
weapon to reduce the expenditure of the 


manly sportsas polo and hunting which, 
when enjoyed by the people who could 
afford them, were beneficial, and did not 
carry the same evil consequences in their 
train as some other sports. The question 
of uniform was one 
alluded to by the hon. Member for South 
Molton. He rejoiced that the right hon. 
Gentleman had seen his way to reduce 
the expenditure on officers’ uniform. 


the Intelligence Department. 


and if the idea of internal economy was 
brought home to every officer in the 
service in this way, then, he believed, 
they would have more economy in the 
Army, and a much more efficient admini- 
stration. 

His hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Yarmouth had put down 
an Amendment to reduce the Vote for 
He was 
an economist, but he did not gather from 


: ‘his hon. and gallant friend that he 
officer should be made to contribute to | 


not so! 


really wished to reduce this Vote, but 
that he had only put down his Amend- 


/ment in order to call attention to the 


which had _ been | 


At | 


the same time he hoped he would not) 


allow that economy to be carried out at 
the expense of individual officers. Any- 
thing that might be said about the 


expense of uniforms in regular regiments | 
applied with much greater force to. : 
uniforms in Yeomanry regiments. He | efficiency, and it should be an Army otf 
recently joined a Yeomanry regiment, | elasticity, so that comparatively small 
and was horrified to find that he was | regular units in time of peace might be 


inefficiency to that Department. He 
did not think there was any department 
of the Army which ought to be more 
fully staffed than the Intelligence 
Department. He was horrified to find 


4 ‘that our Intelli e Department had 
officers, and then he would not be com- | mas out _— 7 . 


pelled to interfere with such healthy | 


only sixteen or twenty officers, and the 
German Intelligence Department had 
nearly 200 officers. If there was one 
Department on which money could be 
spent with advantage it was the In- 
telligence Department. He ventured 
to suggest to the Secretary of State for 
War that when he was framing his 
Estimates for another year he would do 
well to reduce in some way the personnel 
of the Army—he should like to see it 
largely reduced—and to endeavour to 
keep the Intelligence Department at full 
strength, so that it could guide us in 
the military enterprises upon which we 
embarked We wanted an Army based 
on economy ; it should be an Army of 











795 Supply— {COMMONS} Army Estimates, 796: 


expanded into a great and powerful| your cavalry regiments if you limit 
Army intimeof war. For that expansion | yourself to a particular class of individual, 
nothing was more needed thanan efficient | I quite recognise the object in view, and 
and well-staffed Intelligence Department. | though you cannot put sumptuary laws 
He hoped, however, if the Chancellor of | into operation, there are certain points. 
the Exchequer found himself able to| upon which the War Office can assist 
give more money for the Intelligence | that object. I entirely agree with my 
Department, he would insist upon an | hon. friend on this point, for I think it ig 
equal reduction of the Army Vote for | the business of colonels to put down these 
men and stores. magnificent uniforms. I speak with 
more strength upon this point because 
(10.56.) Mr. BRODRICK : This debate have had brought to my notice one or two 
has been going on for many hours, but I instances in new Yeomanry regiments of 
do not think I can do better than reply to extravagance in uniforms, including 
my hon. friend who has just sat down. khaki uniform, a dress for camp, another 
I always admire the theoretical views for mess, and another for appearance be- 
which he addresses to the House on fore the King. To ask any man who 
economy in military matters. He always may be able te give three or four years to 
begins and ends his speech with these a regiment to provide for sixteen days 
professions, but in the middle of his service in the year—he may be a very 
speech he forgets himself and becomes | excellent officer—four suits of clothing of 
practical, and all these professions go toa highly ornamental character is a_pre- 
the winds. He urged upon the Com-, posterous demand. I do not know what 
mittee some things which are all on the may be done by the exercise of tactful 
right lines; but, when he suggested at authority, but whatever can be done will 
this moment, when we have 200,000° be done by the Commander-in-Chief to 
men in South Africa, that next year we prevent the expenditure being pro- 
should largely reduce the personnel of hibitory to men who otherwise would be 
the Army, I hope the Committee, like | excellent officers. Whatever powers of 
myself, took it for what it was worth. persuasion can be used will be brought 
to bear, and the Committee can depend 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said he | Upon it that what my hon. friend called 
excluded any question of war needs, the collective expenditure of those regi- 
which had always been recognised as ments will be kept well within the means 
being outside the general wants of the °f those men who are good riders but 
Army. who cannot afford tospend much money. 
. I hope that the researches which my 
Mr. BRODRICK: I think when my Doble friend the Financial Secretary to 
hon. friend was serving in a cavalry the War Office is making into this sub- 
regiment at Aldershot, he would not ject will enable us to draw up some 
have thanked the Secretary for War for | Practical scheme to deal with this ques 
reducing the personnel of that regiment | "0N- 
to 300 men, mostly recruits. But my Leaving the question of expensive uni- 
hon. friend spoke, on what I thought forms, I will touch on one or two points 
very practical lines, on the economy brought forward by the hon. Member for 
which might be practised in regard to the Ilkeston Division in reference to the 
officers in cavalry regiments; and I do health of the Army in South Africa. He 
think that in that respect he, like many | spoke very seriously on the subject, and 
hon. Members who preceded him, touched | was quite justified in doing so. He said 
upon a very important point. If the| there had been terrible wastage from 
expense of some regiments, and especi- | enteric fever; but I think he laboured 
ally cavalry regiments, continues as high | unduly under the belief that this 
in the future as it has been in the | enteric fever might, as it could be 
past, it would not be a question of | here, have been checked in South Africa 
whether the Secretary of State has a/| by proper regulations and scientific 
preference for rich men over poor men— | appliances. But the difficulty in regard 
the difficulty will be that you will not} to any particular battalion of soldiers is 
be able to get the best men to go into | to enforce regulations. You may be able: 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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to enforce these jaws in a civil community, 
but it is impossible to do so completely 
with an Army distributed over so large 
an area as South Africa. 
and thirsty, will drink water when they 
come across it. Hungry and thirsty, a 
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Soldiers, tired | 


column arrives, and while food is being | 


_ Leek Division of Staffordshire. He asked 
and drinking although it is prohibited. | 


prepared, the men are away to the river 


The thing was done, and in the circum- 
stances, with columns moving about from 
place to place continually, the best 
precautions are upset. Although there 
were more complaints earlier in the 
campaign, to a very large extent that 
state of things has now been remedied. 
At the same time, I fully appreciate the 
force of the hon. Member’s speech, and I 
can assure him our best efforts and atten- 
tion will be given to the subject. 

I must deal with the many questions 
raised in the course of this evening’s 
debate in a somewhat perfunctory 
manner, for they are very numerous. 
May I say a few words on what has 
been said with regard to the Militia ? 
My hon. and gallant friend near me, 
who has been in the Militia, made an 
appeal on behalf of that force, which I 
know is of very great importance. He 
specially called attention to the musketry. 
Of course, everybody realises that 
musketry, both for the Army and the 
Militia, will be a much more important 
element of training in the future than it 
has been in the past; but the state of 
things in the past has been due a great 
deal to the insufficiency of the permanent 
stati, and what we have done by increase 
of pay will, I hope, assist the force in 
getting a more efficient permanent staff. 
| hope and believe that the training 
which is to cost us a great deal and has 
made it all the more necessary that we 
should add to the Army Reserve, will, on 
the one hand, secure for the Militia that | 
their own men should not be taken away 
as a reserve for the Army, and, on the 
other hand, by gathering together a 
reserve of older men for the Militia will 
immensely strengthen, in a most impor- 
tant degree, the force to which we owe so 
much for service in the past year. 
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consider economy to some extent, and as 
the permanent staff of a regiment must 
be kept for the whole year, of course 
that involves a very heavy charge. 
However, we will consider that matter. 
Let me say something with regard to- 
woat fell from the hon. Member for the 


us to arrange for the return of as many 
Militia regiments as possible from South 
Africa after they had been out for two 
years. We owe, the whole country owes, 
a deep debt of gratitude to the Militia 
regiments, upon whom we have no call 
to insist upon their service outside the 
United Kingdom, that they should have 
placed themselves at the disposal of the 
country for this long period for service 
in South Africa. They have gained in 
several actions very considerable en- 
coniums from the General Officer Com- 
manding. We realise that we ought to 
endeavour to meet the difficulty and not 
make the call too heavy on those who 
have already accepted service. I believe 
that in the first few days of next month 
the last regiments will leave England for 
South Africa to relieve the last regi- 
ments which went out two years ago. 
Therefore I think I am correct when I 
say that we shall have by the end of 
April no regiments of Militia in South 
Africa who went there two years ago. 
We shall therefore relieve something 
like thirty regiments. In that respect 
I can tell the hon. Member for Birken- 
head that we have made great efforts to 
relieve the Militia regiments, and also 
to relieve the Yeomanry and Volunteers. 
We have also made considerable efforts 
to relieve the Regulars by the exchange 
of drafts from India. But the demand 
made by my hon. friend that we should 
continually send fresh men to relieve 
the Army, and actually to transfer a 
portion of the Army at home to South 
Africa, is one to which I cannot give- 
very much encouragement at present. 
As fresh men go out, and they are 


| going every week, fresh blockhouses are 


being built. These must be occupied, 


‘and until Lord Kitchener’s requirements 


Mr. LLEWELLYN: What about the | become less we must set our teeth to the 


number of the permanent staff ? 


' task and go through with it and ask our - 
| soldiers who have borne a heavy burden 


Mr BRODRICK: I quite understand already to bear it a little longer. 


that part of my hon. and_ gallant | 


friend’s observations. We are obliged to the question of mounted troops, and I may 


The next point brought before me was 
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venture to congratulate my hon. friend 
the Member for the Wilton Division on 
his most successful maiden speech, to 
which the House listened with great at- 
tention. [I think it is impossible until 
the war is over to say precisely what will 
be the future constitution of all the 
mounted troops. We have largely raised 
in recent years the establishment of the 
cavalry regiments. We have very greatly 
increased the mounted infantry and the 
training of mounted infantry in line bat- 
talions. Whether in the future the 
mounted infantry is to be attached to 
line battalions, or whether, as suggested 
tonight, battalions of mounted infantry 
should be formed, are questions which 
we must leave for settlement mainly in 
the future. 

Then we had our old friend the 
linked battalions brought up in the 
course of the evening. I am glad to find 
that my right hon. friend the Member 
for the Forest of Dean fully realises the 
great progress we have made in the 
direction of some of his views. We have 
not merely adopted the service which he 
30 much desires, but we are offering an 
inducement for men to stay at the end 
of the three years. So far, although he 
may claim credit for the theory, I think 
we may claim credit for the practical ap- 
plication of it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man asked as to the number of linked 
battalions. The question was to some 
extent answered during his speech. 
The number we have provided in the 
Estimates of this year will leave us 
seventy eight at home. India, as at 
present, takes fifty-two; we give twelve 
altogether to South Africa permanently, 
and four in Egypt; and in the other 
Colenies sufficient to make up twenty- 
six in all, which, with the fifty-two in 
India, makes up seventy-eight. 


*Sik CHARLES DILKE: The right 
hon. Gentleman said fifteen battalions 
in South Africa the other day. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I said 15,000 men. 
We look to having a permanent garrison 
of 15,000 men in South Africa when all 
the requirements of the war have passed 
away altegether. That is the normal 
garrison. ‘That would make seventy- 


eight battalions abroad besides the 
eight garrison battalions. I think 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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these garrison battalions have been 
treated by some hon. Members with 
scant courtesy and with scant apprecia- 
tion. I believe nothing has been done 
in the last few years which, while at the 
same time utilising a military strength 
that would otherwise be entirely lost to 
the country, has produced such excellent 
regiments— regiments which are not 
only very fine on parade, but, we are 
told, are very useful for all purposes for 
which they are required, and which save 
us from the necessity of raising 8,000 
additional recruits, and in that way 
afford us an immense relief. The right 
hon. Gentlemen complained that India 
has not been sufficiently consulted. | 
hope that in two or three years time we 
may be able to judge whether it would 
be right to keep soldiers nine or ten 
years in India; but I think, generally 
speaking, seeing what the life of the 
private soldier is, that six or seven years 
in atropical climate is probably sufficient 


_for most men. 


*Sirm CHARLES DILKE: Will the 
opinion of the Government of India be 
laid before the House of Commons ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Government 
of India? Well, Sir, I am afraid it 
would be of no use my asking the 
Government of India their opinion of 
the capacity of the private soldier to bear 
the strain of a tropical climate until we 
have statistics on the subject. Any 
Member of this House is as good a judge 
of statistics as the Government of India. 
At present we cannot give them because 
we have not the men there. In all these 
matters we have been necessarily some- 
what drawn away by minor details from 
the great question which réally domi- 
nates the whole of the discussion of the 
Estimates for the present year; that is 
the change made in the terms of service 
and of pay. I believe that change will 
be beneficial, and that it will have a 
very marked influence on the whole 
future of our recruiting and army 
system. J have been asked why the 
artillery and cavalry should share with 
the line. I will ask this question in 
return. Supposing the artillery and 
cavalry had not shared with the line in 
pay or terms of service, what would have 
been the protests poured out on me, on 
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their behalf, for putting them at such a| return, we shall be going on the good 
disadvantage as regards pay ? It is quite | old War Office principle of putting oft 
true, as the right hon Gentleman said, and putting Off which has been so much 
that the artillery and cavalry have had condemned. 

better recruiting than the infantry ; but, 
on the other hand, I must say when the 
right hon. Gentleman says we do not 
want so large a reserve of artillery and 
cavalry, that the reserve for the 
artillery has never been sufficient up Mr. BRODRICK: There are one or 
to the present day. At the beginning two Members in this House who say, 
of the war we had not a sufficient ‘“ Wait till the war is over before you 
reserve of artillery, and though we had reform the Army.” But for every one 
a sufficient reserve of cavalry, it was not who says so, there are fifty who will say, 
sufficient to make up what was required “‘ We gave the Government a mandate to 
for the lines of communication in the reform the War Office, and we insist onsee- 
other service. I fully agree that a very ing that whatcan be done shall be done.” 
large number of artillery and cavalry One of the most important items of the 
will take on the eight years service, but, reform is to build up in the hands of the 
if a certain number do not, they will general officers, and to cause to permeate 
only by the length of their service in the down to the lower ranks of officers, a 
reserve make up the amount of men we sense of responsibility and individual 
require in case of mobilization. I do initiative, and a power to carry out 
hope that after the experience of the things without continual reference to 
South African War we shail not want a higher authorities. That system we are 
Committee to tell us in regard to the setting up at the best time—the time 
usefulness to the artillery and cavalry of when a great deal of administrative work 
the reserve men. I have never heard is going on—but in such a way that it 
from any authority, from any command- will prepare the organisation for these 
ing officer, any complaints of » the Army Corps when the troops are released 
reservists who came out at the end of from South Africa. In doing that ] 
their time. At all events up to the believe we shall be carrying out the wish 
present, so far as the War Office is con- of the House of Commons, and also 
cerned, we have no reason to believe, rendering a service to the country. 

and I never did believe, looking at it as 

we should look at the other affairs of Sim ARTHUR HAYTER: What do 
life, that a man who really has learnt 
his business for three years and has so 
become an efficient soldier will forget it : 
again in four or five years. Mr. BRODRICK: Thestoppages from 
the soldier's pay amount toabout 2d. aday. 
The 2d. a day to be given to thesoldier will 
entirely relieve him of all personal stop- 
pages for which he is responsible. As re- 
gards the barracks damages, that question 
with others has been under the considera- 
tion of Lord Esher’s Committee. We 
are anxious that fair wear and tear 
should be chargeable, and I think the 
important part of it in giving further Committee may rest a ssured, although 
financial powers to commanding officers. I cannot tell how the charges will be 
Sis hom, Massher Seu South alten adke made in future, that the shilling which 
why is all this organization set up before | ¥° promised to the soldier will, except 
the troops come home. I think that | 2 special cases, find its way into his 
question carries its own answer. If we | pocket at the end of the week. 

are always to wait until something has 

happened before we provide the system| (11.25.) Mr. COURTENAY WAR- 
and organisation to which the troops can | NER (Staffordshire, Lichfield) said that 


Mr. LAMBERT: Is the war going to 
last so long as that ? 


the stoppages amount to? 


Then, Sir, I have been asked to give an 
account of the decentralisation which is 
going on under the Army Corps system. 
Ispoke at some length on this subject 
before, and I will not trouble the Com- 
mittee with much about it this evening. 
We are at this moment, from the begin- 
nng of April, about to start a most: 
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the permanent stoppages were some- 
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thing more than had been stated by. 


the Secretary of State for War. They 
were nearer 2}d. than 2d., and _be- 
sides those stoppages, there were other 


things for which the men had to pay, | 


which came to a great deal more. 


The rations were not sufficient, and | 


the soldier had to provide himself 
with an extra breakfast or supper, 


and, therefore, a considerable part of | 


the shilling would not find its way 
into the men’s pockets at all. 
right hon. Gentleman did not answer 
the question as to clothing, such as 
flannel shirts, socks, and underclothing. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: These 

- details are out of order. Weare now on 

the general subject of the Army and the 

War Office, and the right hon. Gentleman 

is perfectly right in not answering 
questions of detail. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
understood that the Committee was dis- 
cussing the increase of the Army and 
the comfort of recruits. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The ques- 
tion of the comfort of recruits can be 
discussed on another Vote. 


s 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 


thought the comfort of recruits was part | 


of the general scheme, but he would pass 
from that. There were two or three ques- 
tions of general policy which he desired 
to ask. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not answered the question with 
reference t) the supply of horses. They 
were told repeatedly that Lord Kitchener 
had been supplied with all the horses | 
he had asked for, but that was a 
minimum demand. They were sending 
-out in a few days 6,000 Yeomanry | 
without horses, and nothing had been | 
said about the reserve of horses which | 
Lord Kitchener ought to have. He) 
believed that the want of horses had | 
prolonged the war more than anything 
else. He did not complain in the least 
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at once, and he was afraid that in that 
respect the War Office had not been 
| telling the country all it had a right to 
| know. With reference to the question 
of cubicles, he hoped the War Office 
would not go to the great expense of 
providing them, because much more 
important things were required. The 
_ food, the underclothing, and the general 
comfort of the recruit and the soldier 
were more important. As to the change 
of uniform it had been stated that no 
officer would be forced to change his 
uniform. Let the Committee imagine, 
at, for instance, the Coronation, 
‘regiment with some of the officers 
|dressed in the new uniform and 
some in the old. He would like to see 
| the commanding officer’s face when he 
| looked at such a regiment. Of course, 
| the change would practically have to be 
carried out by all the officers at the same 
| time. 


The hon. Member for Oldham began 
his speech with the statement that every 
hon. Member who had spoken in the 
debate had asked for an increase in some 


| Department or another, and he was very 


strong in his condemnation of such ex- 
travagance. But, curiously enough, he 
himself was no exception to the rule, 
because he asked for a small increase, 
and did not point out a single place 
where economy could be effected. More- 
over, he said that, in order that the 
Army should be efficient to strike abroad, 
it should be elastic so that it might be 
increased to any extent that might be 
required. If that were done, a great 
deal more money would be required than 
at present. One suggestion had been 
put forward over and over again, and 
that was that there were too many 
generals for the number of troops. 
When any change was made in Army 
organisation, the War Office rushed into 
more generals and more staffs. ‘That 
was a policy which was detrimental to 
the Army in every way, and one of the 
greatest complaints of the new proposal 
was that it practically established a new 


of minimising defeats when they occurred, | set of staff officers, although they had 
‘but every defeat ought to be notified | only a phantom army to command. 


Mr. Courtenay Warner. 
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of staff officers of any army in the 
world. We would some day have to 
reduce the expenditure of the Army. 
The country would not stand the con_ 
tinuous increase, and when that day 
came, he was afraid, as in the past, that 
the efficient part of the Army would be 
taken away, and the expensive part left. 


Another instance of the extravagance 
of the War Office was that they were 
spending an enormous sum of money 
in increasing the number of men. That 
was quite right; but why was the War 
Office at the same time decreasing the 
cheapest force in the country — the 
Militia ? The War Office paid the Militia 
less than the Army, and used it in the 
roughest manner possible. Even the 
Secretary of State for War would admit 
that the Militia in South Africa had the 
worst time of it. In that respect the 
scheme increased the expensive part of the 
Army, and decreased the economical part. 
With reference to the Cavalry Reserve, 
the right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
Cavalry Reserve in South Africa had 
done very well, and he adduced from 
that, that the Cavalry Reserve would 
be very useful in future, but it would 
The 
Reserve in South Africa consisted of men 
who had served seven years with the 
colours, and, four or five years in the 
Reserve, and most of them were a short 
But the 
future Cavalry Reserve would consist of 


not be the same kind of reserve. 


time away from the ranks. 


men who had only spent three years with 


the colours, and the remainder of their 
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We had a sufficient number of officers | 
already, and yet the War Office rushed | 
into the expense of £100,000 last year, | 
and £40,000 during the present year to | 
increase the staffs, although the Army | 
had two or three times the proportion | 
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twelve years service with the reserve. 
Many of them might be six,seven, or eight 
years without having been ona horse, and 
unless they were trained every year they 
would not be in the least likethe present 
Cavalry Reserve. Every hon. Member 
who had spoken had appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to start some sort 
of permanent mounted infantry. It 
would not be possible to get a large force 
of mounted infantry together in time of 
war, unless a considerable number of 
men had been trained to ride in time of 
peace. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would reconsider his decision as to 
that. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is 


question which I forgot toanswer. Iam 


one 


not going to follow the hon. Gentleman 
into the various matters he mentioned 
just now. He said, for instance, that 
we had taken £100,000 extra last year 
and £40,000 this year, whereas, as a 
matter of fact, we only took £60,000 
altogether for the purpose he mentioned. 
The hon. Gentleman touches on a variety 
of subjects without, I think, sufficient 
information. 
we can to reduce the number of the 
Militia. Last year I did more than any 
man has done to stop the practice of 
taking thousands of the best men of the 
Militia into the line. 
purpose of explaining one point to my 
hon. friend with reference to the good 
conduct pay. I think it would be best 
that hon. Members should wait and see 


He says we are doing all 


I only rise for the 


the Army Order when it comes out. 
Roughly speaking, what we desire to do 
is this. We do not think it necessary, at 
the same time when we are allowing 
men sixpence a day extra on re-engaging, 


to give them a further sum for good 
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conduct pay. I do not think that it|to blame for that, and as long as the § re 
would be reasonable that we should. work to be done by the Army and the § W. 
after five years service they will have a Navy was discussed in two _ separate pe 
further penny a day as good conduct pay, | Parlimentary compartments, so long its 
but perhaps hon. Gentlemen would not | would there be waste. There had been Ni 
mind waiting until they see the Army great criticism in connection with the wl 
Order. remounts for the Army, but there had J mi 
'been no criticism of the Intelligenc: wl 
*(11.45.) Sim JOHN COLOMB (Great Department. What was the Intelligence Ot 
Yarmouth) said he wished to discharge a Department for, if not to consider all the J nz 
promise he had given to his right hon. and probabilities and possibilities of war, and nc 
gallant friend the Member for North know where to get what would be re- th 
East Manchester, to press on the Secre- quired immediately war broke out! Wl 
tary of State for War the necessity of He wished to know why the Intelligence an 
allowing a soldier entering the Civil Department had escaped criticism, and su 
Service to count his military service why the head of that Department was in 
towards a civil pension. He associated getting an increase of £600 a year. It wi 
himself with that request, and hoped it 8 notorious that the Intelligence D- th 

would receive the attention of his right P@™tment did not provide anything 
hon. friend. approaching decent maps of South ( 
Africa. They did not even- inform the (s 

’ War Office that in a country with one or 
Tees sae pet eA " two single lines of railway, and enormous 4 
do that. My hon. and gallant friend had. ; O] 
a NOME i POND i Na distances to be covered, the demand for de 
horses would be enormous. He thought sp 
the Committee would admit that that was Ay 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that surely a question which demanded consideration. TI 
the Government had power. He wished Again, when the remount officers were al 
to enter a very strong protest against the suddenly sent to the four corners of the of 
manner in which they were com- world to buy horses they went without a 
pelled to discuss the Army from a totally the information which ought jto have ‘s 
abstract point of view. He agreed with been provided by the Intelligence De- aa 
his hon. friend the Member for Stepney | partment. He was very much inclined of 
with regard to the necessity of having | to move a reduction of the Vote. Many H 
some sort of a general staff, but he distinguished officers who had been sent . 
entirely disagreed with him that there to purchase horses all over the world fu 
was any parallel between Germany and ‘had been wrongfully placed under a ah 
England. ‘The duty of the general staff cloud, because one or two men had gone bu 
in Germany was to prepare for we and some mistakes were made. all 


defence of land territory; but the duty of 
the staff at the War Office was simply 
to perfect the military machinery. The 
Committee was discussing the Army 
without any reference whatever to the 
Navy. The procedure of the House was | and been more condemnatory of the cr 

Mr. Brodrick. 


Those officers manfully did their duty, ag 
and his right hon. friend had not quite M 
judged their feelings, or he would have he 
spoken more strongly in their defence, at 
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809 Supply — 
reckless statements made against them, 
What was wanted for the Empire was a 
permanent councilto settlethe principles of 
its defence, and give continuity to them. 
No policy of defence could be effective 
which was not partly naval and partly 
military. We had an instance of that in 
what happened at Wei-Hai-Wei. The War 

Office said that Wei-Hai-Wei was to be a | 
naval ba-e, and now the Navy said it was 

not. That would not have happened if | 
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from time to time. There was one point 
which he thought was very important as 
regarded the future, and that had refer- 
ence to the various voluntary associations 
which had assisted the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the War Office in looking after 
the wants of soldiers and their families. 
It was painful to everyone who, like 


Army Estimates. 


himself, had taken a personal interest 
in those societies, to see that there was 
a great deal of overlaping. He thought 





they hada permanent council to lay down | it would be an excellent outcome of the 
what should be done by the Admiralty | experience of the last few years if we 
and the War Office, and until we had | could manage to co-ordinate and concen- 








such a council, with a responsible Minister | 
in this House at its head, there would be | 
waste and confusion, and the defence of | 
the Empire woald not be efficient. 


(11.52.; CoLoneL. KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire, Newport) said he had been 
struck by the fact that the Leader of the 
Opposition had been conspicuously absent 
during the debate, although he had 
specially asked for a day to discuss the 
Army proposals of the Government. 


They were rather apt in those debates, 





while finding as much fault as pozsible 
with the head of the War Office, to forget | 


many things for which soldiers had to 
be thankiul. He wondered whether 
sufficient credit had been givento the head 
of the War Office for all he had done. 
He should like to thank him personally | 
for what he had done in the way of 
furnishing barrack rooms, and employing 
old soldiers in various Departments, but 
but he should like him to remember that 
all those points had been urged 
and again by the 


again military 


Members of the House. He, therefore, 
hoped that his right hon. friend would 


attach increased 


importance to the 


criticisms which old soldiers might make 
VOL. CV. 
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trate the various societies, so that there 
should be one society, and only one, in 
each county, under the management of 


the lord lieutenant, and having associated 


with him the same ladies and gentlemen 
as at present, who could deal with all 
questions concerning soldiers and their 
families, secure employment for men 
who had left the ranks, and also, to 
a certain extent, care for veterans who 
were past work. He could assure his 
right hon. friend that very valuable work 
could be done in that direction. He also 
believed it would assist recruiting enor- 
mously. Subscriptions were freely given 


| to those societies by the poor as well as 


by the rich, and that was evidence of the 
intense interest with which the country 
looked after a soldier’s family when he 
was away and helped himself when he 
returned. That work could, however, 
be accomplished more effectively and 
economically if the machinery were con- 
centrated, and he trusted that some 
scheme of county organisation would 


be devised. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said he thought it was invidious on the 


part of the hon. Member who had just 
2 F 
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spoken to referto the absence of the Leader 
of the Opposition. The hon. Member’s 
remarks were utterly uncalled for, and 
in his opinion did not add to the dig- 
nity of the House. His right hon. 
friend had said all he had to say on 
the question of the Army, and, as many 
hon. Members were anxious to speak, 
especially from the opposite Benches 
his right hon. friend. in their interest, 
asked for another day to discuss the 


Adjournment of 


Army, and Supply was granted, after a 
very limited discussion, on the under- 
standing that another day would be 
The hon. Gentleman had 
attacked his right hon. friend on a 





given. 


previous occasion also—- 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The. 
right hon. Member will not be in order | 
We are dis- | 


in pursuing that point. 
cussing the War Oifice Vote. 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said that the Army 
Act was passed in 1881, and had been 
frequently amended, but they were in 
the awkward position that the Act on the 
Statute-book remained precisely in the 
form in which it was passed. Year 
after year they had amending Acts, and 
he now suggested that the Act as 
amended should be placed on the Statute- 
book. A Consolidation Bill of that kind 
would be passed without any discussion, 
He thought he could almost guarantee 
that it would be passed after midnight 
without discussion. Even if there were 
any difficulty in passing such a Bill it 
could be withdrawn, and the Govern- 
ment would lose nothing by having intro. 
duced it. He noticed that there was no 
increase in the scale of payments in 
respect of billets. The pay of the soldier 
was to be increased, and he thought the 


| scale from billets should be increased 


| correspondingly. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked, on a point | 
of order, whether an attack having been 
made on the Leader of the Opposition, | 
one of the right hon. Gentleman’s hon’ 


friends was not entitled to explain his 
absence. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
might answer the point which had been 
raised. {[Hon. MemBERs: No, no.| He 


| remembered one occasion on which a 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I did) 
give the hon. Gentleman a few minutes, 
and then thought it my duty to point | 


out to him that we were discussing the | 
War Office Vote. 


(12.0.) Committee report Progress ; | 
to sit again upon Monday next. 


ARMY ANNUAL BILL. 
SECONv READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, | 
‘*That the Bill be now read a second | 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell. 


present Member of the Treasury Bench 
and two other hon. Members kept the 
House for two hours discussing the 
amount which should be paid for lodging 


allowance. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


for Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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813 Petitions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 24th Murch, 1902. 








The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
: COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

F case of the following Bill, referred on the 
’ First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
| No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 

North Metropolitan 

Supply Bill. 


Electric Power 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


r second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

f Mr. SpPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 63 has been complied with, viz. : 

Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time. 


read a 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 


are applicable thereto, have been complied | 


with, viz. :— 


Caterham and District Gas Bill [Lords]. | 
Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [Lords]. 
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London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill | Lords}. 

North and South Shields Electric Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 

Tyne Improvement Commission Bill 
[ Lords]. 

Wrexham Water Bill [Lords]. 


Petitions. 


Ordered, That the Bills be 


second time. 


read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time Tomorrow. 


read a 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
teport from one .of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred pur- 
suant to the Order of the House of the 
19th day of March, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.— 

Post Oftice Sites Bill. 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
ia 
CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL, 
Read a second time, and committed. 


WEST HAM GAS BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


FOREIGN COMPETING GOODS. 
Petitions for the }imposition of a 


Customs Revenue Duty : From Nott ng- 


ham; Leeds; Huddersfield; and B.ad- 


ford (Yorks): to lie upon the Table. 


2G 


815 Returns, 
LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Cilcain ; 


Oswestry ; South Lambeth (two); and 


Newcastle upon Tyne; to lie upon the. 
certain Navy Votes for the year 1901-2 
| to meet excesses on other Navy Votes for 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS SUPER. | 


Table. 


ANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Govan, in favour ; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petitions against (praying to be heard 
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Reports, Lc. 816 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (NAVY VOTES). 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 

dated 20th March, 1902, authorising the 

temporary application of surpluses op 


the same year [pursuant to Resolution of 
the House of 4th March, 1879]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the City and 





by Counsel); from Great Western Rail-| Brixton Railway Bill and the objects 
way Company ; Kingston upon Thames | thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 
Corporation ; Incorporated Law Society ;| 1584]; referred to the Committee on 
South Essex Water Works Company; | the Bill. 

Midland Railway Company; West Ham | 

Corporation; London, Brighton, and! IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 
South Coast Railway Company ; Batter-| Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
sea Borough Council ; London and North | Jrish Land Commission as to proceedings 
Western Railway Company; Camber-| under The Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
well Borough Council; Ilford Urban Act, 1889, and ‘The Purchase of Land 





District Council; East London Water- 
works Company ; Grand Junction Water- 
works Company; and Essex County 
Council ; referred to the Select Committee 
on the Bill. 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTEN- 
SION TO WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition of the Women Graduates of 
London and other Universities, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Coldstream ; 
Sutherland ; Gallatown ; Morton ; Arder- 
seir; and Ballinluig (two); to lie upon 
the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petitions for legislation : From Burnley ; 
Salford; and Mossley (two) ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
ROYAL DECLARATION. 


Petition from Liverpool, against altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Paper [presented 21st March] to be 
printed. [No. 113.] 


| (Ireland) (No. 2) Act 1901, dated the 
| 14th March, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table. 

| IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES) 
| Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Irish Land Commission as to Temporary 
| Assistant Commissioners, dated the 14th 
March, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND AND 
| WALES). 

| Copy presented of Forty-ninth Report 
|of the Charity Commissioners _ for 
England and Wales [by Command]; to 
| lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EPUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Evening Schools, from Ist August, 1902, 
to 3lst July, 1903 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 





SCHOOLS OF SCIENCE. 
Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 17th January; Sir William 
Anson]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No.114.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Colonial Reports, 
No. 352 (Cocos Islands, Annual Report 
ne [by Command] ; to lie upon the 

able. 
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817 Questions. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 6, 1902). 


Copy presented, of Treaty between the | 


United Kingdom and the United States 


of America relative to the establishment | 


of a communication by Ship Canal be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 
Signed at Washington, 1&th November, 
1901. Ratifications exchanged at Wash- 
ington, 21st February, 1902 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 


1. CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS, LON- 
DON. 
Further Return relative thereto [or- 
dered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 115.} 


Name and 
Class of 
Date. Ship. 


Nature of 
accident. 


persons in- 
jured, 





—(Mr. Lough.) 


REDEMPTION OF QUIT AND CROWN 
RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Return ordered, ‘“‘showing all sums 
received for the redemption or purchase 
of Quit and Crown Rents in Ireland, 
and how this Capital has been disposed 
of (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 172, of Session 1898).”— 
(Mr. Carew.) 


— 


(3.30.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Peace Overtures. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, Sir, whether he 
has any information as to events in South 
Africa of which there are rumours in the 
newspapers this morning. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For} 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- | 
ford): About a fortnight ago Mr. Schalk 
Burger expressed to Lord Kitchener a 
wish to be permitted a safe conduct 
through our lines and back, in order to | 
see Mr. Steyn with reference to the possi- 
bility of peace proposals, and Lord 
Kitchener, with the assent of the Govern- 
ment, has acceded to the request. 
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Number of 


_and resettlement, and Lord 


(Questions. 81s 


| 2. INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
OF CARMARTHEN). 


Further Return relative thereto [or- 
dered 10th February, 1898; Mr. (rant 
Lawson|; to be printed. [No. 116.] 


CASUALTIES TO SHIPS. 


Return ordered of casualties to ships» 
in the form set out below, showing the 
date, the name and class of the ship 
damaged, the nature of the accident, the 
number of persons injured, the number 
of deaths (if any), the result of any in- 
quiry that may have been held into the 
circumstances, and time in dockyard for 
repairs, during the year ending the 31st 
day of December, 1901 :— 


Time in Dock- 
yard for 
repairs. 


Result of in- 
quiry (if 
any). 


Number of 
deaths (if 
any). 





Assistance for: Distressed Loyalists. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state the 
present cost of the concentration camps 
in South Africa, and what financial help 
is given to the loyalists in South Africa 
who are in pecuniary straits owing to 
the war. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): With regard tothe first 
part of the Question I would refer the hon. 
Member to the figures given in the Par- 
liamentary Paper Cd. 936, p. 5, p. 21, 
and p. 25, and following. With regard 
to the latter, a sum of £500,000 was voted 
in the grant in aid for 1901-2 for relief 
Milner is 
drawing on that money to provide for 
the relief of loyalists in distress. 


Press Censorship. 
Mr. BURDETT -COUTTS  (West- 


minster): I desire to ask the Secretary 
of State for War a Question, of which I 
have given him private notice, and to 
apologise for the shortness of that 
notice. It is whether letters addressed to 
Members of Parliament in England, and 


2G 2 
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posted in Cape Town, are opened by the 
press censor, and whether the practice 
applies to all such letters. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I only received the 
notice afew moments ago. So far as lam 
aware, all letters sent from South Africa 
are liable to censorship, and those 
addressed to Members of Parliament are 
not treated differently to those addressed 
to other people. I do not know to what 
extent the authorities may find it neces- 
siry to take this step; but, at all events, 
there is no distinction made. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: Arising out 


ot that answer, may I ask whether there 


are any rules under which the press 
censor acts; whether the right hon. 


Gentleman can state by what considera- 
tions he is governed in opening letters ; 
and whether he can be guided by any 
other consideration than the name of the 
person to whom the letter is addressed ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. friend 
had better give me notice of that Ques- 
tion. 

Tweebosch Engagement. 

*Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): L beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the mounted troops, 
who are stated to have been seized with 
panic at Tweebosch, were men of foreign 
extraction, and not British Yeomen ; and 
whether he will take steps to stop the 
enlistment of men with whom we are 
under no common bond of nationality. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Will the hon. Mem- 
ber kindly refer to my reply to a Question 
put by the hon. Member for West 
Newington on March 17th,+ wherein he 
will find an enumeration of the mounted 
troops engaged at Tweebosch. 


*Si BRAMPTON GURDON: Has 
the right hon. Gentleman observed how 
many foreign names—such as Pretorius 
and Joubert—there are in the casualty 
lists referring to the particular regiments? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Messrs. Houlder’s Contracts. 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he is 


+ See page 161. 
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Questions. 


now prepared to state the total amount 
of indebtedness to Messrs. Houlder 
Brothers incurred by his Department 
during the South African War, together 
with any particulars available. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): The amounts 
paid by the War Office to Messrs, 
Houlder are as follows :-— 


Freight of horses to South Africa in their own 


ships or ships chartered by them £1,572,347 
Purchase of forage, including — extra 
freight £70,473 


Passage of disc harged horse attendants to the 
United States and elsewhere £10,272 


Total £1,653,092 


It must be remembered that this firm 
acted as brokers for other firms, and that 
in consequence the above sum includes 
many sums paid by Messrs. Houlder to 


others. These charges were incurred 
between November, 1899, and April, 
1901. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES. I beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the percentage paid to Messrs, 
Houlder Brothers by his Department on 
transports hired for the Government 
and on other transactions. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARrnowp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): No percentage has been paid to 
Messrs. Houlder Brothers by the Admr- 
alty on transports hired by the Govern 
ment, or on any other transactions. 


Wynberg oo" Roman Catholic 

haplain. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any Roman Catholic chaplain is 
attached to the Base Hospital at Wyn- 


berg; whether a Roman Catholic 
chaplain is stationed at Durban; 
whether any provision is made for 


the religious needs of Roman Cathoiies 
returning from South Africa by hospital 
ships and by transports carrying 
invalids; and will he state how many 
Roman Catholic chaplains are assigned 
to the duty of visiting the blockhouses 
on the lines and the field hospitals not 
on the lines. 
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Lorp STANLEY: All arrangements 
for religious ministrations to the troops 
in South Africa are in the hands of the 
General Commanding in Chief, who is 
advised, as regards Roman Catholic 
matters, by his senior Roman Catholic 
Chaplain of the Forces. As regards the 
transports mentioned, chaplains are 
detailed when the numbers warrant it 
by the General Officer Commanding 
Lines of Communication. More Roman 
Catholic clergy have been sent to South 
Africa throughout the war than have 
been demanded, and we are prepared to 
snd more if the Roman _ Catholic 
authorities will submit candidates. 


Remounts—Collection of Wild Horses 
from the Veldt. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
350 horses, stated to be in good condi- 
tion, were shot in one day during recent 
operations near Alleman’s Nek, in the 
Transvaal ; 
the need for remounts, horses now run- 
ning wild at the seat of war could be 
collected and utilised by a proper organ- 
isation instead of being destroyed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not not know 
whether there is any truth in the incident 
alluded to, but all horses from the veldt 
which show probabilities of being useful 
are collected. Others are destroyed. 


Imperial Yeomanry—Officers’ Allowances. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he ean state when it is proposed 
to give the officers of Imperial Yeomanry 
under orders for South Africa a field or 
messing allowance in order to place them 
on an equal footing with the men who 
are in receipt of embarkation pay 
although not embarked. 


Lord STANLEY: There is no inten- 
tion of making such a grant. 


Cordite Contracts 1895-99. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, §.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state what contracts 
for the supply of cordite in bulk and in 
small arm ammunition were signed on 
behalf of the Government during the 
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years 1895, 1896, 1897, 1898, and 1899, 
and on what dates in those years, and 
what quantities were delivered by the 
contractors in those years. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot undertake 
to give all the detailed information 
asked for within the limits of a reply to 
a Question. ‘The hon. Member will find 
some of the information he requires in 
the Report of the Select Committee on 
Contracts, 1900. The production of 
cordite rose from 510 tons in 1895 to 
1,770 tons in 1898, the last year before 
the war, and the orders for small arm am- 
munition, which were 58,000,000 rounds 
in 1895, of which 14,000,000 were 
ordered immediately after the change of 
Government, rose to 78,000,000 in 1896, 
and 92,000,000 in 1897. 


Mr. NORMAN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say if any new contracts for 
cordite were given in the years I have 
mentioned after 1895 ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


was given for 


A very large con- 

cordite, but the 
supply has not been begun. ‘The supply, 
however, trom the factories was very 
largely increased during 1896, 1897, and 
1898. As the hon. Member knows, cor- 
dite is not ordinary small arm ammuni- 
tion. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : Is 
it not the fact that in 1896 the 
machinery was not ready for the pro- 
duction of cordite ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Recruiting in Agricultural Districts. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that some of 
the recruiting sergeants, when seeking re- 
cruits among agricultural labourers who 
are under a yearly term of service with 
the farmers, inform the men that, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the Enlistment 
Acts, if they break their farm ‘agreement 
to join the Army, the farmers must pay 
them for the time they have served. Is 
he aware that some labourers have joined 
with that understanding and have broken 
their farm agreement, thus causing 
and loss to the farmer and 
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monetary loss to the men ; and will he say 
whether any authority has been given to 
the sergeants to make such a statement ; 
and, if not, will he issue instructions to 
prevent the labourers being misled in 
future. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to both 


Questions is in the negative. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Will the noble 
Lord investigate a case if I give him the 
particulars ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes, Sir; if the hon. 
Member gives me any definite particulars 


I will. 


Unexpended Balances. 

Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he proposes to 
adopt the recommendation of the 
Dawkins Committee of last year with 
regard to the carry-over of unexpended 
balances. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The proposal has 
been given very careful consideration, but 
it has not been found feasible, consistently 
with the General Regulations laid down 
by the Treasury for all public Depart- 
ments, to adopt it. 


Hong Kong Defences. 

Mr. WEIR: [ beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the question of 
fortifying the hills in the new territory 
on the Kowloon side of the Colony of 
Hong Kong has yet been considered. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This is a question 
of defence on which I am not prepared to 
satisfy the hon. Member's enquiries. 


Hong Kong Government Establishments 
Admission of Civilians. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War if he will state 
what Clause of Appendix 5 of the 
King’s Regulations refuses admission to 
civilians to view the ordnance yard and 
workshop at Hong Kong, and will he 
state under what Clause of this Appendix 
ordnance yards and workshops in Great 
Britain and the Colonies are treated as 
military works. 

Mr. BRODRICK: The rules regulat- 
ing admission to civilians to such places 
will he found in the Appendix generally. 


{COMMONS} 


(Juestions. 824 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle. 
man aware that I have on two different 
occasions examined the Appendix and 
cannot find the rules? Will he give me 
more definite information ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not prepared 
to answer any further Questions on the 
subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Then I shall take the 
earliest opportunity of calling attention 
to the evasive manner of the right hon, 
Gentleman. 


Connelmore Brickfields. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre. 
tary of State for War if he will state 
whether any different system has been 
introduced by the War Office in the pro- 
duction of bricks at their Connelmore 
Brickfields, Ireland, to account for the 
increase in cost of common bricks from 
£2 9s. 6d. per 1,000 in 1899-1900 to 
£3 3s. 5d. in 1900-1901, and for facing 
bricks from £3 Os. 8d. to £3 15s. 7d; 
and, if not, will he explain the cause of 
the increased cost. 


Lorp STANLEY: This question will 
come before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and [ am therefore not prepared 
to discuss it at the present time. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the noble Lord aware 
that the matter has already come under 
the notice of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and that the Auditor General 
wishes to know the reason of the in- 
creased cost ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I think the hon 
Member is a little inaccurate. The 
matter came before them, but has been 
postponed for future  consideration— 
until, I think, the middle of April. 


British Gu‘erat—Plague of Rats. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre 
tary of State for India whether he is 
aware that for some time past there has 
been a plague ofrats in the famine 
stricken districts of British Gujerat ; 
will he state whether the authorities in 
India have taken any steps to extermin- 
ate the vermin ; and, if not, will he order 


an inquiry into the matter. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
faling): The Government of Bombay 
isfully aware of the existence of the 
plague of rats in Gujerat, and the cul- 
tivators are encouragedand assisted in 
every possible way to exterminate them. 


Indian Public Works Expenditure. 


Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth) : 
Secretary o State for India whether he 
vill state what are the amounts, in tens 
of rupees, of capital that the Govern- 
ment of India proposes to expend on 
railways and water supply respectively 
during the forthcoming financial year, 
and what corresponding sums were spent 
during the last calendar year. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: During the 
financial year 1902-3 it is proposed to 
spend on the construction of railways 
11,001,000 tens of rupees, and on_ irri- 
gation works 1,390,000 tens of rupees. 
The amount allotted in the last financial 
vear was, for railways 10,324,400, and for 
irrigation 1,000,000 tens of rupees. 


Honduras—John M‘Guinne’s Claim. 
Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that, in the matter of the claim of John 
MGuinne,a British subject, against the 
Honduras Government, the British Con- 
sil in Honduras entered into negotia- 
tions with that Government, and ar- 
ranged the amount to be paid M‘Guinne 
incompensation for false imprisonment 
nd confiscation of property without 
‘onsultation with either the British Min- 
iter at Guatemala or M‘Guinne, and 
that the British Consul telegraphed to 
MGuinne on 15th July, 1899, that he 
was communicating with His Majesty's 
Minister on the subject. And whether, 


| position ; 


seeing that His Majesty’s Minister stated | 


to M‘Guinne that the case was net re- 
ported to him until it was five months 


dd, that the prosecuting officials were | 


dismissed, and that it was owing to his 
refusal to accept the compensation Offered 
him by the Honduras Government that 
M‘Guinne was convicted on the 2nd May, 
1900, the Government will make further 
inquiries into this case. 
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THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 


amount of compensation was fixed at 
£200 after communications between His 
Majesty’s Government, His Majesty’s 
Minister in Central America, and the 
It is not 
known whether His Majesty’s Consul 


at Tegucigalpa telegraphed to Mr. 
M‘Guinne on the date mentioned. 
Mr. M‘Guinne was arrested on the 


10th of July, 1899, and the case was 
reported to His Majesty’s Minister in 
Central America on the 27th of Sep- 
tember following—a delay of about two 
and a half months. It is not a fact 
that Mr. M‘Guinne was convicted owing 
to his refusal to accept the compensation 
offered him, for he was convicted some 
time before June 8th, 1900, and the 
compensation of £200 was offered and 


refused in April, 1901. Nothing is 
known in this Department of the 
alleged dismissal of the prosecuting 
officials. 


Mr. O7DOWD: Will the noble Lord 
let me have a copy of the communica- 
tions, and if I furnish him with the letters 
addressed to Mr. M‘Guinne showing 
the opinion of the Consul that the 
compensation was insufficient, will he —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


Notice must be given. 


order ! 


Order, 


Qualificatiors of Inspectors of Factories. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, 
whether he will state what are the 
qualifications required of candidates for 
the ottice of inspectorship of factories ; 
what experience or expert knowledge of 
steam, hydraulic, or electric machinery 
necessary in applicants for the 
and if he will state the 
previous business or avocation of the 
present inspectors of factories in Glam- 
organshire. | 


Is 


FOR 
(Mr. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT 


_Ritcure, Croydon): The requirements 


are too numerous and too varied to 
‘be stated within the limits of an 
|answer in the House. But 1 may 
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say generally that previous experience 
in factories and workshops is one of 
the considerations which carry great 
weight with the Secretary of State in 
selecting candidates in the first instance ; 
and that a knowledge of mechanics and 
machinery is an important element in 
the test examination upon the results 
of which appointments are finally made. 
With regard to the gentlemen referred 
to in the second paragraph of the 
Question, | am not called upon to say 
more than that they duly satistied the 
various tests applied to them. 


Earthenware Trade—New Rules. 


*Sir CHARLES DILK : (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): | beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he can now make 
public the draft rule as to relaxations 
in the case of potting firms complying 
with a Home Office standard as regards 
the use of lead. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I hope to be able 
to publish the draft rules referred to in 
the course of a few days. 


Employment of Foreigners in Coal Mines. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if his attention has 
been drawn to the circumstances attend- 
ing the death of a Russian recently 
underground at a Merthyr colliery ; 
whether he is aware that the deceased 
could speak neither English nor Welsh, 
the languages in which the special rules 
were printed and posted at the colliery, 
and could only be conimunicated with 
by the official by means of signs; and, 
seeing that the Coal Mines Regulation 
Act, 1887, requires an Abstract of the 
Act and copy of the Special Rules to be 
posted up in legible characters in some 
conspicuous place, at or near the mine, 
where they may be conveniently read 
by the persons employ d, whether he 
will consider the desirability of —pro- 
hibiting the employment of any person 
in the mine unless an Abstract of the 
Act and the Special Rules are posted 


up at the mine in the language 
understood and spoken by such per- 
gon. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received a 
report on this case from the inspector 
in charge of the district which confirms 
the statements in the first paragraph 
of the Question. As regards the second 
paragraph, I am glad to learn that 
the owners of the mine in question 
have given instructions to their under- 
managers not to employ in future 
foreigners ignorant of the language in 
which the posted Abstract of the Act and 
the Special Rules are printed. 


Tregaron Fatality—Coroner and Factory 
Inspector. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 
of State for the Home Department, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the action of the coroner at Aberdare 
about a fortnight ago, who retused, when 
Captain Edwards, His Majesty's 
inspector of Factories, asked him to 
postpone the inquest on the death of 
Lizzie Mary Humphreys, to give him time 
to enable him to visit the spot where the 
deceased fell into a vat of vitriol ; and 
whether any steps can be taken to 
inquire into the coroner's action, and to 
prevent a similar refusal in future, and 
to secure the safety of persons working 
about vitriol vats in tinplate works. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: On the 13th of this 
month I answered a Question addressed 
to me by the Hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil to the same effect as the first 
paragraph of this Question.+ Since then 
I have received from the coroner a 
satisfactory assurance of his readiness in 
future to consult the convenience of the 
factory inspector, and, where necessary, 
to adjourn an inquest. It should be 
observed that, though it is very desirable 
that an inspector should have full 
opportunity to make inquiries before an 
inquest is completed, it is for the coroner 
in his discretion to decide in any 
particular case whether, if the inspector 
is present—as he was in the case in 
question—an adjournment is necessary. 


Grove Park Workhouse. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): ! 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he is aware that 


See preceding Volume, p. 1270. 
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the Greenwich Board of Guardians 


have been compelled to build a new | 


workhouse at Grove Park at an estimated 
cost of nearly a quarter of a million 
sterling, although the guardians contend 
that there is no pressing need for such a 
building ; is he aware that the new 
building is now ready for occupation ; 
ind, seeing that the guardians have 
repeatedly asked the President to receive 
a deputation with a view to stating their 
ease and in order to receive permission to 
sell the building, will he state the 
grounds on which the request has been 
refused. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk): Owing 
to the insufficiency of the accommodation 
for the indoor poor of the Greenwich 
Union, the Local Government Board, so 
long ago as 1893, suggested to the 
guardians that they should provide a 
new workhouse. There was no com- 
pulsion, and ultimately the guardians 
with the consent of the Board purchased 
land and erected a new workhouse. An 
expenditure of about £190,000 has been 
authorised for the purpose. I under- 
stand that the building has now been 


handed over to the guardians by the 
contractors For many years past, 
inspectors. of the Department have 


reported that the present workhouse has 
been overcrowded—on one occasion, in 
1899, the number of inmates in excess 
of the proper number being as many as 
213. Besides the overcrowding, the 
inspectors’ reports show that the existing 
buildings afford inadequate provision 
for the classification and proper treat- 
ment of the indoor poor, whether 
healthy or sick. In these cireumstances, 
I was not prepared to take the responsi- 
bility of assenting to the proposal that 
the new workhouse should be sold, and 
informed the guardians, at the 
same time explaining the main reasons 
It did not appear to 
me that there would be any advantage 
in my receiving a deputation on the 
subject. I may add that reports received 
by me this month show that the over- 


I so 


tor my decision. 


crowding and other unsatisfactory 
conditions of the old workhouse still 
continue. 


{24 Marcu 1902) 


Advocate 
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Post Office—The Postmaster General 
and Employee's Deputations. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg toask the Secretary to the 
Treasury. as representing the Post- 
master General, whether, having regard 
to the fact that he stated on 23rd May, 
1901, that a reply would shortly be 


'given on the points submitted by a 


deputation of sorting clerks and 
telegraphists representing the United 


Kingdom Postal Clerks’ Association, 
which waited on the Postmaster General 
on 31st July, 1900, he can now 
state whether the Postmaster General 
has arrived at a decision, and when such 
decision will be made known. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUsTeN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E): The Postmaster 
General is not at present prepared to 
make any change in the regulations 
concerning the two points on which 
representations were made to him by the 


deputation in question. But the 
subject will continue to engage his 


attention. 


Civil Service—Upper Division Appoint- 
ments. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
unanimous recommendation of the Royal 
Commission on Civil Establishments, 
made in paragraph 52 of the Report 
presented in 1888, in respect ot all new 
appointments to the upper division of 
the Civil Service, has been, or shortly 
will be, adopted ; and, if not, will he state 
the grounds upon which any distinctions 
are drawn between the higher officials of 
the various departments having regard 
to the fact that they are all recruited 
by the same examination and for the 
same class of work. 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 


refer to 


Mr. 
must ask the hon. Member to 
Parliamentary Paper 515 of the session 
of 1894, where he will find a full account 
of the action taken upon the Report of 
the Royal Commission and of the reasons 
for it. No change is contemplated at the 
present time. 


Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
whether the Secretary for 
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Scotland will grant a Return showing the 
names and nationalities for foreign 
trawlers observed by fishery cruisers 
working in the Moray Firth for each 
year since Ist January, 1896, the date 
on which the Sea Fisheries Regulation 
(Scotland) Act came into force. 


Tue SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scotr Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton): If the hon. Member 
will move for a Return it can be granted 
for each year since September, 1898. 


New War Office Buildings. 

Captain NORTON : | beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works if he can 
state whether in the building under con- 
struction for the accommodation of the 
War Office staff, consideration has been 
given to the advisability of having the 
clerks in large rooms separated by glass 
compartments with the head of the 
Department at one end as is the case in 
most large business concerns, instead of 
chiefly in separate rooms as is the case 
in the building now occupied by the War 
Office staff. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douatas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): Attention has been given, 
in the preparation of the plans of the 
new War Office, to the recommendation 
of the Ridley Commission in favour of 
the concentration of clerksin larger roome. 
This arrangement will be followed where 
the organisation of the Department 
renders it possible, a point to be settled 
by the War Office authorities rather than 
by me. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) ; Will 
the result be that the rooms, after being 
built large will all be made small, as in 
the case of another building ! 


Mr. AKERS 
can help it, Sir. 


DOUGLAS ; Not if I 


BenevolentSociety of St. Patrick, London. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for the Tonbridge Division, 
as a Charity Commi-sioner, whether he is 
aware that the Benevolent Society of 
St. Patrick, Stamford Street, London, 
was founded on the condition that no 
religious distinction whatever should 
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| 
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prevail in its educational work ; whether 
he is aware that, although inducements 
are held out to Roman Catholic children 
to attend the schools, no Roman Catholic 
teacher is employed in connection there- 
with; and whether he will institute 
inquiries with a view to ascertaining 
whether the charity is being administered 
in accordance with the terms of the 
trust. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grirriri Bos- 


| CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge): The Charity 


Commissioners are unable at the present 
moment to say whether the Benevolent 
Society of St. Patrick is within their 
jurisdiction, having no record of the 
circumstances in which the Society 
was founded, or of the trusts upon 
which its property is held. They 
are causing inquiry to be made as 
to these particulars. With reference to 
the last part of the Question, the Com- 
missioners have no knowledge of the 
manner in which the school of the 
Foundation is conducted, except that it 
would seem t» be in receipt of an annual 
Parliamentary grant, and I would sug- 
gest that this information would be 
better obtained from the Board of 
Education. 


Belfast Public Meat Contracts. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the difference in amount between 
the highest tenders and the lowest tenders 
in the meat contracts recently entered 
into by the Committee of the Belfast 
Lunatic Asylum, by the Belfast Poor 


‘Law Guardians, and by the Committee 


of the Antrim Asylum; whether he is 
aware that parties interested in the 
accepted tenders have had previous con- 
tracts for other supplies cancelled by the 
Belfast Poor Law Board, and have been 
fined for breaches of contract; and 
whether the local Government Board 
has power to withhold its sanction to 
the decision of the bodies named. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- 


tion on the subject of the first and second 


paragraphs. The reply to the last para- 
graph is in the negative. 
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Newcastle (County Down) Railway. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will state what is 
the usual procedure in the appointment 
of an arbitrator under the Railways 
(Ireland) Acts to make awards for lands 
to be compulsorily acquired ; whether he 
can state who is responsible for the delay 
inthe appointment of an arbitrator in 
connection with the Newcastle (County 
Down) Railway ; and when the appoint- 
ment is likely to be made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The procedure is 
laid down in the Lands Clauses Consoli- 
dation Acts of 1851 and 1860. An 
arbitrator is appointed on the application 
of those who have obtained compulsory 
powers of purchase. No such applica- 
tion has yet been made in the present 
instance. The Government ha: no 
responsibility in the matter and cannot 
express any opinion on the subject. 


Labourers’ Cottages in the Killarney 
Union. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that in the case of Anthony 
Connor, in the Currans Division of 
Killarney Union, Colonel Kirkwood 


refused to sanction the granting of an 
additional half acre of land ; and, seeing 
that this man is an agricultural labourer 
who has lived in his present cottage for 
ten vears and paid his rent punctually, 
and that his application was supported 
by the district council, and not opposed 
by the landlord of the proposed additional 
plot, whether he can state what grounds 
were advanced for the action of the 
Local Government Inspector,and whether 
the same can be reconsidered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The application 
was rejected on the ground that there 
are two cottages with half acre plots in 
the division which have been unoccupied 
and unused since 1894. One of these 
cottages and plots immediately adjoins 
Connor’s holding. 


Mr. MURPHY: Is it not} the fact 
that these cottages are vacant because 
the Local Government Board refuse to 
consent to their being let according to 
the wish of the rural Council ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no infor- 
mation on that point. 


Mr. MURPHY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly get the information ?} 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the 
Local Government Board in this instance 
are safeguarding the true interests of the 
ratepayers. 


Apjohn Estate, County Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state what prugress has been since last 
August in bringing to a sale as between 
landlord and tenants the estate of 
Michael Marshall Lloyd Apjobn, in Pallas 
Grean, County Limerick, and whether 
he will take steps to expedite the same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case of this 
estate was brought before the Land 


Judge last month. Being satisfied that 
the negotiations for sale to the tenants 
were likely to be successful, he adjourned 
the matter till July next, with a view to 
the completion of the sales. 


Housing of Irish Labourers. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that a large pro- 
portion of the Jow/ fide labourers in 
Ireland, owing to the fact that in order 
to secure houseaccommodation for them- 
selves and their families, sign weekly 
agreements as caretakers although not 
such in reality ; and does he know that 
such persons, owing to the fact that 
their houses cannot be pronounced 
unsanitary by the sanitary officer, not 
through want of facility to the obtain- 
ment of such information by the officer, 
but because the houses are not unsani- 
tary, are thereby debarred from the 
benefits of the Labourers Acts ; and will 
he, as he intends giving consideration to 
the cases of rural tradesmen and artisans, 
also extend the benefits of any future 
legislation respecting the labourers to 
those persons so circumstanced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
misconceives the object and policy of the 
Labourers Acts. The fact that a 
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tion mentioned cannot be deemed a 
sufficient ground for building a new 
cottage for him under these Acts, when 
the existing house is in such condition 
that the sanitary officer is unable to 
certify it as unfit for habitation. The 
policy of the Government is to make 
advances to local authorities only where 
it is shown that there is a deficiency of 
proper house accommodation, irrespec- 
tively of the description of house occupied 
by persons seeking new cottages, or of 
the fact that they have no fixity of tenure 
in their existing premises. I cannot 
undertake in any further legislation that 
may be introduced to alter the policy of 
the Acts. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): Has not the right hon. Gentleman 
seen the necessity for extending these 
benefits ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Irish Resident Magistracy. 

CaPTAIN DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secre‘ary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if he can say 
how many retirements have taken place 
from the resident magistracy in Ireland 
since Ist January 1901; and whether 
the vacancies created have been filled. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Three 


of which two have been filled. 


vacancies, 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Wil! you fill 


the other from Germany ? 


White Estate, Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can explain the delay which has taken 
place in the sale of the White Estate, 
near Bantry, and can he state approxi- 
mately when the estate will be disposed 
of to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspection of 
this estate, which is a large one, is now 
completed, and the Land Commissioners 
hope to make their report to the Land 
Judge at an early date. 
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labourer occupies a house of the descrip- | 


(Juestions. 


Housing of Irish Fishermen. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): ] 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
proposes to introduce this session any 
legislation for the better housing of Irish 
fishermen. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The generai ques- 
tion of the housing of agricultural 
labourers, and of artisans and others 
living in villages too small to support 
town Commissioners, is receiving con- 
sideration. The hon. Member is, no 
doubt, aware that the expression “ agri- 
cultural labourer,” for whom a cottage 
may now be provided, includes fishermen 
who are engaged in agricultural work 
for hire at some period of the year. 


Goods Rates on Irish Railways. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): On behalf of 
the hon. Member for South Kilkenny I 
beg to ask the Chie Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, as represent- 
ing the Department of Agriculture, 
whether he is aware that the rate of the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
for a 4lbs. parcel of agricultural produce 
from Mullinavat to Waterford is 9d. : and 
whether he will take steps to have it 
reduced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has not received any complaint respect- 
ing this rate. Any representations that 
may be made to it by persons§who feel 
aggrieved in the matter, will receive 
consideration. 


Labourers Acts Amendment. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of  !reland 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to introduce this session a 
Bill to amend the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts, so as to widen their scope by 
embracing within their provisions as 
persons entitled to cottages and _ plots 


men living in hovels who are indirectly 


connected with agriculture, such as 
carpenters and other tradesmen who 
make and repair instruments of agri 
culture, and road workmen who render 
traffic of agricultural produce practt 
cable. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
further legislation is, as I have already 
stated, under consideration. The sug- 
gestions of the hon. Member will, of 
course, receive attention, but I cannot at 
present make any more definite state- 
ment in the matter. 


Tipperary Labourers Cottage Inquiry. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when it is proposed to hold the 
Local Government Board inquiry into 
the improvement scheme under the 
Labourers Acts, formulated by the 
Tipperary, No. 1, Rural District Council, 
nearly three years ago; and will he 
explain the cause of delay in the holding 
of this inquiry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inquiry wil 
be held on the 17th April. The petition 
for confirmation of the scheme was only 
received by the Board in December last. 
Even then the documents were incom- 
plete and discrepancies were found to 
exist, which have engaged the attention 
of the District Council in the interval. 


Royal Irish Constabulary. — Templemore 
Demonstration. 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Friday, 7th instant, three 
companies of policemen were formed 
outside the barracks at Templemore, 
and, at the command of the officers in 
immediate charge, gave three cheers for 
the county inspector who was standing 
on the footpath near them ; will he state 
whether instructions have been issued 
by the Inspector General of Constabulary 
that policemen must cheer their com- 
manding officer when they are drafted 
into any town to keep the peace at 
meetings of the United Irish League. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cheering was 
spontaneous on the part of the men. It 
had no connection whatever with the 
circumstances which necessitated their 
presence at Templemore. They were not 
commanded by any of their officers to 
cheer. 
obviously in the negative. 
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Boyle Street Markets. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state on what grounds the police authori- 
ties in Boyle decline to enforce the pro- 
visions of The ‘Towns Improvement 
(Ireland) Act, 1854, to prevent the sale 
of pigs on the streets on days not set 
apart for the pig fairs. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 29th April 
of last year | informed the hon. Member 
that until the regulations made by the 
Town Commissioners under the Act of 
1854 in this matter, had been confirmed 
by the Local Government Board, as 
required by Statute, the police cannot 
enforce the regulations. So far as the 
police are aware, the Commissioners 
have not yet obtained the Board’s ap- 
proval. 

Ex-Sergeant Sheridan—Claim for Cattle 
Maiming. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a claim 
for compensation from Pat Quinn, of 
Corlahan, near Ballinamore, for his three 
cattle, value £40, which were mutilated 
and maimed by ex-Sergeant Sheridan and 
his police accomplices in September, 1898 ; 
and whether he will have this claim 
investigated with a view to granting 
compensation to this man. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 
claim will be investigated. 


Consolidation of Irish Land Acts. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in view of the 
inconvenience of the present system of 
legislation under the Land Purchase 
Acts, by which certain parts are made 
to apply to procedure under the Land 
Law (Ireland) Acts, and other parts to 
procedure under the Land Purchase 
Acts, will he consider the advisability 
of consolidating the Land Purchase 
Acts into one, so as to prevent legisla- 
tion by reference to other Acts. 


™Mr. WYNDHAM : The consolidation 
of these Acts would, no doubt, be 
desirable. But I see no immediate 
prospect of being in a position to take 
‘up such a tasks 


The 
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Crimes Act Prosecutions. 
Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the. 
he will: 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
state the number of persons prosecuted 
in Ireland under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure (Ireland) Act from Ist De- 
cember, 1901 to 21st March, 1902, 
and in how many cases convictions 
were obtained; and also to state the 
number of persons against whom 
prosecutions are pending. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Fifty-four persons 
have been prosecuted under the Act, 
between the dates mentioned. Of these 
thirty-two were convicted, fourteen were 
bound over to keep the peace and be of 
good behaviour, and in eight cases the 
charge was dismissed or withdrawn. 
Prosecutions are pending against five 
persons. 


Irish Parliamentary Registers. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
seen a copy of a Resolution passed at the 
last meeting of the Board of Guardians 
of the Millstreet Union on the subject 
of the preparation of the Parliamentary 


voters and jurors lists which has been | 


transferred by the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act to secretaries of County 
Councils ; and whether, in view of the 
facts set forth in their Resolution as to 


the better knowledge of the clerks of | 


unions of this special kind of work, steps 
will be taken to amend the law with a 
view to re-transferring these duties to 
the clerks of unions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I replied to a 
similar question on Thursday last, put 
by the hon. Member for South Down.t 


Dromore Disturbances. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is now in a_ position 
to state when the prosecutions in 


connection with the recent disturbances 
near Dromore, County Down, will take 
place; whether the accused persons will 
be proceeded against under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure Act; who will 
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represent the Crown at the trial; 
and whether he can state the nature 
of the recommendations of the _ local 
police authorities on the subject of the 
erection of another police barracks in 
the neighbourhood. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL for 
TRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): I must refer the hon. Member to 
my answer given on Thursday last to 
a question of his identical in terms with 


|that now put.t The delay in taking 


proceedings is due to the extraordinary 
reluctance of the parties most concerned 
to identify their assailants or give 
assistance to the police. 


Lord Farnham’s Estate—Rent Arrears. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer whether he is aware that 


the late Lord Farnham has bequeathed 


_to his eldest son the arrears of rent on 


his estate; whether he has ascertained 
the amount of those arrears; and, if 


‘so, whether estate or death duties have 
‘been paid on them. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 

QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I have no knowledge of the precise 
terms of Lord Farnham’s will, but if 
arrears of rents on his estate were 
bequeathed as stated in the question, 
the valuation of them would, no doubt, 
be made in the usual way, according 
to the probabilities of their realisation, 
and death duties would be payable on 
the amount. 


Limerick Post Office— Voluntary Service 
of Clerks. 


Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 


‘ing the Postmaster General, whether 


that the 
sorting 


he is 
services 


aware 


voluntary 
of two 


clerks and 


_telegraphists at Limerick have extended 


over two years; can he now state what 


-are the exceptional cases which have 


called for these extra attendances, and 
is it usual for the Department to accept 
such ; and will he see that these officers 


| are compensated ; hasthe recent revision 


at Limerick provided for the whole or 


partial employment in the telegraph 





t See page 552. 


t See page 561. 
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branch of officers who have been 
certified as duly qualified; and do 
the official reports show that under 
the present management at that office 
the work has been efficiently performed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


yoluntary attendance given by the two | 


officers in question beyond their official 
hours has, no doubt, extended off and 
on over a considerable time, but it was 
not called for by their superintendent and 
no claim has been made by them for 
payment. It is not unusual for voluntary 
service to be rendered on such duties as 
those on which the two officers are 
engaged ; and no case arises for compen- 
sation. The recent revision provides for 
the partial employment in rotation of 
all duly qualified officers in the 
telegraph branch, as far as possible, 
and the work in that branch is efficiently 
performed. On the postal side there has 
has been some loss of efficiency due to 
weakness of staff, arising partly from 
sick absences, but by the appointment 
of new superintending officers the duties 
are now being put on a satisfactory 
footing. 


Dublin Parcels Post.—Engine Room 
Staff Grievances, 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether a 
was received from the staff employed in 
the engine room of the Dublin Parcel 
Post Office praying that certain griev- 
ances which they allege to exist should 
be redressed ; whether he is aware that 
repeated applications have been made by 
these men to be appointed to the estab- 
lished class so that they could qualify 
for pensions; and, seeing that men 
performing similar duties in England, 
Scotland, and Wales are appointed to 


the establishment and receive good con- | 


duct stripes and pay for them, whether 
similar treatment will be accorded to the 
Dublin men as regards pension, stripe 
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as from the other unestablished staff 
employed on similar work at post offices 
in England and Scotland, but the Post- 
master General is not in a position to 
make any statement as to the proba- 
bility of the applications being granted. 
As regards the further claims put 
forward by the Dublin engine room 
hands, the Postmaster General caused 


|inquiry to be made respecting these last 


year, when it was found that the claims 
were such as could not be justified, the 
applicants being already treated in all 


'respects on the same footing as other 


unestablished enginemen in the Post 
Office service. 


Dromin Cross Postal Arrangements, 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he can 
state what was the reason for discon- 
tinuing the evening collection of letters 
at Dromin Cross and Ballinculla district, 
near Kilmallock, in the county of 
Limerick. , 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
full statement was sent to the hon. 
Member from the Post Office in a letter. 
dated the 11th September last, of the 
reasons for discontinuing the evening 
collection. To that I can add nothing. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
hon. Gentleman change the morning 
collection for the evening and thus avoid 
the necessity of the people having to 
travel three miles in the evening to post 
their letters ? 


Scottish School Board Election Register. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that thousands of ratepayers in 
Scotland, who are entitled to vote for 
‘the Parliamentary representative and at 
County and Parish Council elections, have 
no vote for School Board elections by 
‘reason of their rentals being less than 
| £4; will he consider the advisability of 


pay, and hours of duty as in the coun- | introducing legislation this session which 


tries mentioned. 


| will place the School Board electorate on 
|a more satisfetory footing. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Ap- | 
plications for appointment to the estab-| Tae FIRST LORDor tHe TREASURY 
lishment have been received from the | (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, E.): | 
engine room staff at Dublin, as well|am afraid I can add nothing to the 
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various answers I have given on previous 
occasions to the hon. 
cannot hold out any hope at the present 
time of bringing in any Bill on the 
subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give facilities for a short 
Bill on the subject which stands in my 
name ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : If I could find 
time at all I should prefer to bring in a 
Bill myself. 


The Suspension of Mr. Dillon. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): I 
desire to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, with reference to the Motion 
standing in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
name on the Paper as to the suspension 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
whether he cannot see his way to take the 
Motion on Wednesday or at a time when 
it will be possible to have a discussion. 
Of course, the right hon. Gentleman 
knows that it cannot be taken after 
twelve o'clock if any hon. Member 
chooses to object. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): May 
I ask your ruling, Mr. Speaker, as to 
whether it would be possible to discuss 
anything but the period of suspension on 
such a Motion. Could what led to the. 
suspension be debated ! 


{COMMONS} 


Yentleman. I/|the Rules of Procedure. 
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| if the House had not begun to deal with 
In that cage 
there could have been no discussion, 
either upon the length of the sentence 
or on any other topic connected with the 
incident. Iam sure the hon. Gentleman 


' will see on reflection that this is a per- 


fectly reasonable attitude for the Govern- 
ment to take up, and that we should not 
be asked to interpolate a debate in the 
middle of public business of the very 
first importance. [| may incidentally 
remark that on Wednesday private 
Members have precedence, but if, unfor- 
tunately, this Motion is not carried 
tonight or tomorrow night I shall put is 
down for Wednesday after private 
Members’ Bills. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S): May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will postpone the question 
until after Easter, as many on this side 
of the House consider the proposal quite 

_ inadequate to the occasion ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that unanimity does not exist in the 
House upon this point, but I hope every- 
body, whether they think the sentence 
too long or too short, will acquiesce in 
our policy of adopting the sfatus qu 
ante. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman seems to be under the im- 
pression that he has made some sort of 


| concession to me, or rather to us, and 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I should _ be! that we,in return, should on our part go 
sorry to attempt to lay down before-| back to the status quo ante. I would 
hand any general rule as to what\remind the right hon. Gentleman that | 
is or is not in order until ] hear what is | did not ask him on behalf of my hon. 
said. I can only say that, of course, any friend to move any Resolution. | simply 
discussion of the previous incident or of | pointed out the position, and I said that 
the action taken on it, either by the|the responsibility rested with the 
Chair or the House, would be out of | Government. There I left the matter. 
order. I wish now to ask the right hon. Gentle. 
/man what will be the exact form of the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think | Motion for the Adjournment for the 
the attitude taken up by the hon. Gentle- | holidays. Will it be that the House 
man is quite reasonable or logical.|do adjourn after the first Order has 
What the Government have done is this. | been disposed of ? I want to know if 
‘They found the rule in an incomplete | the business is to be limited to one or 
condition. The result of that would be! two Bills which the Government may 
that the hon. Member for East Mayo | choose. 
would be kept out of the House inde- | 
finitely. We are quite ready to go back! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will put the 
to the stutus quo ante—to the position in | exact terms of the Motion on the paper 
which the hon. Member would have been | tonight. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
As I understand the practice, Motions 
with reference to the suspension or 
interference with the attendance of 
Members are Questions of privilege. I 
wish to ask whether it is not the fact 
that all Questions of privilege should be 
taken the first thing, as a matter affect- 
ing not only the privileges of the House 
but also the individual right of 
Members. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: When} the House 
has ordered the suspension of a Member 
for an indefinite time, there is no 
privilege. 


Mr. Swift Macneill and the “ Daily 
Telegraph.” 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you, 
Sir, kindly permit me on this, the first 
opportunity I have had, to contradict a 
direct falsehood which has appeared in 
one of the papers with reference to myself. 
The falsehood was contained in the Daily 
Teleqruph of Friday last, and unfortu- 
nately people outside the House are ready 
to believe any talsehood which anyone 
writes about Irish Members. There is a 
very full and sensational account of 
what is described as my _ conduct 
during the rather excited scene 
in the House on Thursday. The 
article, which is of a very sensational 
character and evidently written for the 
glorification of the Colonial Secretary, 
said— 

“Mr. Chamberlain, rising in a crowded | 
House, the audience including a dozen Peers, | 
was sreeted by loud cheers from the Ministeri- | 


alists.’ i | 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 'Member | 
has risen to make a personal explanation, 
and I hope he will keep to that, point. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I have to} 
read the introduction in order to show | 
how I came to be referred to. It is ex- | 
plained how the right hon. Gentleman | 
Went straight for his assailants, and is | 
supposed to have pulverised the Leader of | 
the Opposition. Then it is stated— | 

“The Irish Members became restless. Mr. | 
Macne Il, finding his vow of silence insupport- | 
able, broke forth in a series of roars.” 

[wish to inform you, Sir, that I was not 
in the House. I was in Scotland at that 


time, within a few miles of Edinbnrgh, 
VOL. CV. 
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making a speech, in which no doubt I 
did refer to the Colonial Secretary ; but 
all I have to say is that hon. Gentlemen 
who read these accounts in the Press 
will now understand what credit should 
be attached to descriptions of this nature. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say what 
particular class of Supply will be taken 
on Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had 
intimated to the House that I intended 
to take Supply on the first Monday after 
the holidays, and I hope still that I may 
be able to carry out the plan; but I am 
a little alarmed about progress being 
made with the Licensing Bill before 
Easter. It is very important that that 
Bill should be read asecond time, because 
it ought to go to a Grand Committee ; 
and I hope the House will permit me, if 
the Second Reading is not taken before 
Easter, totake it as the first Order on 
Monday, April 7th. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
will be taken on the Tuesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the Tues- 
day I hope to take the Rules of 
Procedure, as I think I stated the other 
day. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
*(4.20.) Tue FIRST LORD oF THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A.J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I rise on behalf of 
the Government to fulfil a_ pledge 
given in the King’s Speech that 
a Bill should be introduced dealing 
not merely with secondary education or 
with primary education in their isolation, 


but dealing with both in one measure 
and with the view of their better co- 
ordination. Nobody can be more 


impressed than I am with the difficulty 
of the task which the Government have 
undertaken ; and certainly no Ministry, 
and I think no House of Commons, 
would lightly engage in the contro- 
versies which any attempt like that 
on which we are engaged must necessarily 
involve. It is only because we feel that 
the necessity with which this Bill is 
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intended to deal is a pressing necessity, 
it is only because we are of opinion that 
it cannot with national credit be much 
longer delayed, that we have resolved to 
lay before the House our solution of the 
great problem which, for so many years 


past, education has embarrassed the 
Legislature and the reformer. Perhaps 
the House will allow me, in order 


to make clear the position in which 
we now find ourselves,to make a very 
short retrospect of the course of events 
which have, in the first place, brought 
us to our present position in regard to 
primary education, and, in the second 
place, brought us to our present position 
in regard to what I may best describe as 
higher education — including in that 
term secondary and technical instruc- 
tion, but, for the most part, excluding 
the work of the Universities. 

So iar as primary education is 
concerned, it will be remembered that 
the system under which we now work 
is practically the system adopted by 


this House and by Parliament more 
than a generation ago. Before 1870, 


there was indeed a system of education, 
but it was entirely voluntary in its 
character. There was some Govern- 
ment inspection and some Government 
support, but there was nothing in 
existence which could in any sense be 
properly described as a national system 
of primary education. The Legislature 
in 1870 undertook a gigantic task, but 
it was a task which, however great in 
magnitude, was yet simple in_ its 
character. The task they undertook 
was the task of ‘“ provision’’—of pro- 
viding schools. They aimed at supplying 
a gap, an omission from which the 
existing system suffered. They desired 
to provide for every child in this country 
a school where he might hope to obtain 
an adequate elementary education. But 


they did not desire to substitute a new | 
plan for an old plan, nor to sweep away | 


what existed and put something new 
in its place. Their policy was the very 
different one of filling up the vacuum 
which voluntary effort had left empty, 
and doing by local and State effort that 
which private effort had failed complete- 
ly to effect. It was for that object, and 
that object alone, that School Boards 
were called into existence. I have indeed 
seen a statement to the effect that it was 
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intended by the then Government and 
the then Legislature to make the School 
Board system as it were, the basis of 
our educational system, the ideal 
towards which all educational change 
should move; but I venture to say 
that is historically inaccurate, and 
that, in the opinion of Mr. Gladstone 
and Mr. Forster, School Boards were 
designed to supplement, not to supplant, 
the voluntary schools already in 
existence. 


The Act of 1870 successfully carried 
out this great, if in some respects 
limited, object. Schools were  pro- 
vided in every district in England, 
and every child in England henceforth 
had within its reach the means of 
elementary education. But two un 
foreseen consequences arose out of the 
arrangement, and three considerable 
omissions made themselves felt as time 
went on. The first of the two un 
foreseen consequences was the embarrass- 
ment into which the voluntary schools 
were thrown by the rivalry of the rate. 
aided Board schools. It is perfectly well 
known that Mr. Forster and the Govern- 
ment of that day greatly underrated the 
probable cost of elementary education. 
Mr. Forster contemplated that a three- 
penny rate would do all that had to be 
done; and this was no mere casual 
estimate embodied in an_ incidental 
observation. It was repeated more than 
once by Mr. Forster in the 1870 debates. 
The estimate, as we all know, was 
entirely erroneous. But one result of 
that error was that there was a 
wholly unexpected expenditure _ by 
School Boards on _ board schools, 
and that the voluntary schools were 
subjected to a competition which, however 
good for education, was certainly neither 
anticipated nor desired by the framers of 
the Act of 1870. The second result was 
that a strain, or at all events a burden, 
was put upon local finances in School 
| Board areas, through the action of a 
| body responsible indeed to the community 
so far as regards education, but having no 
responsibility for the general expenditure, 
which was, of course, in the hands of the 
local authority. 


| 
| 


These were the two unexpected conse- 
quences. Let me just enumerate hurriedly 
the three important omissions to which I 
have referred. In the first place, the Act 
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of 1870 provided no organisation for 
yoluntary schools. Board schools in board 
school districts were organised under the 
School Boards. But voluntary schools, 
whether in board school districts or in 
other parts of the country, were isolated 
and unconnected. Something has been 
dove by the Act of 1896 to remedy that. 
The Association of Voluntary Schools, 
which grew out of that Act, has been 
of much service in this connection; but 
aven now organisation necessarily remains 
imperfect. The second omission was one 
with which I shall have to deal more fully 
a little later on—that there was 
no sufficient provision for the educa- 


tion of the great staff of teachers 
required for our national schools. And 


the third omission was that our primary 
system was put in no kind of rational or 
organic connection with our system of 
secondary education, and, through the 
system of secondary education, with the 
University edueation which crowns the 
whole educational edifice. 

Now, may I askthe House to accompany 
me with equal or even greater rapidity 
over the history of higher education 
education other than elementary! We 
have really only to consider, as far as the 
activity of Parliament is concerned, two 
measures in connection with education 
above the elementary standards. One was 
the reform of the endowed schools. It 
was a great work. It substituted good 
xhemes for bad schemes, efficient schools 
for inetlicient schools, over a great part of 
the country ; but it did nothing either to 
sipplement the deficiency in secondary 
education, which everybody admits, or to 
ee that such provision for it as existed 
was distributed to the best advantage. 
The other intervention by Parliament 
was secondary education, and on the 
whole, I am inclined to think, even 
more important and more — fruitful. 
The Act of 1889, which gave to County 
Councils and ‘Town Councils certain duties 
in connection with higher technical 
education, was the first great step 
taken in the direction of municipalising 
education. 

The work they have done is valuable, 
and I shall have to say something about 
it directly ; but, again, | have to point 
out there were and there are omissions 
and defects in the scheme | have de- 
sribed which it is the bounden duty of 
Parliament to remedy. One of these 
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of the supply of secondary education. 
Another is that by the very fact that 
you have given to County Councils and 
Borough Councils the right and the 
duty to intervene in respect of technical 
instruction, but of technical instruction 
alone, the normal and healthy growth of 
a true scheme of secondary education 
has been inevitably warped. Higher 
technical instruction can only do its 
work—that is the belief and experience 
of every nation in Europe —it can 


only do its work well when that 
work is based on a sound general 
secondary education. The very fact 


that you have given your authority 
ample power to assist technical 
education, but only imperfect powers to 
assist a true secondary education, has 
had, and could not but have, the effect 
to a certain extent of preventing and 
warping the natural growth of a sound 
secondary system. 

Well, the net result is as follows :—We 
find dealing with education, secondaryand 
primary, two elective authorities —the 
County Councils and the Borough Coun- 
cils on the one side, and in certain cases 
the School Boards on the other. They are, 
and must be, to a certain extent, in 
rivalry. Notin hostility necessarily, not 
in hostility usually; but still, with 
a long, undefined frontier between 
the two, which must inevitably pro- 
duce much confusion and some 
collision Around these two rival 
authorities, but in no connection with 
them, are scattered independent endowed 
schools and independent voluntary schoois, 
neither of them organised, neither brought 
into connection with the central prim- 
ary authority or the central secondary 
authority, any more than they are brought 
into connection with each other. 

Well, that is, 1 believe, a summary of 
the present state of things ; but there are 
eertain aspects of it so important that I 
hope the House will allow me to describe 
them a little more fully. To begin with 
one of the evils I have briefly alluded 
to. We now have, as I have said, two 
elective authorities having dealings with 
the rates, one of which has the power of 
drawing unlimitedly on the rates for 
educational purposes without rendering 
any account to the other, which is, never- 
theless, responsible for the general work- 
ing of the local finances. I cannot 


#, as I have said, the insufficiency | believe that is a sound system of local 
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government. 
should tolerate in 
trative branch of our business. 
will be said that education is so im- 
portant a subject, of such vital necessity 
for the well-being of the nation, that 
the authority entrusted with the duty 
ought not to be limited in the means 
placed at its disposal. Yes, but 
there not even a more important, even 
a greater national need than education, 
and that is national defence! What on 
earth should we think of a system which 
gave to the experts of the Navy and 
Army, for purposes of national defence, 
unlimited power of drawing cheques on 
the national exchequer? We groan under 
the magnitude of the cost of the great 
spending Departments ; but what those 
groans would be if they possessed the 
financial powers of a School Board the 
imagination fails to picture. I do not 
believe that this system of «/ hoc authority 
with unlimited rating is one which really 
has any important experimental endorse- 
ment behind it at all. There is an hon. 
friend of mine on the other side of the 
House who takes great interest in this 
question. I refer to the hon. Member 
for Rossendale, who has quoted America 
as an instance of how such a system may 
find acceptance in a great community. 
I have looked as well as I can into the 
factsas they relate to America; andtaking 
twenty-five of the chief cities of the 
United States, I find that a majority, 
a bare majority, I admit — thirteen of 
the twenty-five—have not an «/ hoc 
authority at all, and of the re- 
maining twelve which have such an 
authority only four are permitted un- 
limited rating power. In all the other 
cases where an ad hor authority is 
established, that authority is strictly 
tied down in the demands it may make 
on the rates. We suffer under a different 
system, and this is one of the evils we 
ought to endeavour to cure in any 
measure dealing with the subject we 
submit to the House. 

The second of the evils, already 
referred to, on which I wish to say a 
further word, relates to the imperfect 
co-ordination of educational effort above 
the limiting line of elementary education. 


any other adminis- 


is 


It | 


{COMMONS} 


It is not a system we}turned out, no doubt, that they were 
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blame on School Boards because they 


have, in many cases, trespassed on the 
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guilty of illegality ; but there was a great 
vacuum to fill, a great omission to make 
up; and it was most natural that keen 
educationists, seeing a great unoccupied 
territory, should—however ill-equipped 
for the enterprise—do what they could 
to settle it. Therefore, I throw no 
blame on the efforts of School 
Boards ; but frankly, I must add that so 
far as I have been able to make myself 
acquainted with the facts, these 
authorities for primary education haye 
exaggerated their capacity for dealing 
with the problem of secondary education. 
Many of them -seem to suppose that by 
merely putting at the top of an ele 
mentary school a certain number of 
classes dealing with subjects higher 
than elementary, a system of secondary 
education was thereby immediately 
established. But this is a profound 
mistake. Such classes may have done, 
within narrow limits, wor! useful and 
even necessary ; but if we are consider. 
ing the whole system of secondary 
education, te which the youth of the 
country come from elementary schools, 
and from which, if their abilities and 
circumstances warrant it, they go 
to technical institutes or the University 
-if that *s the scheme we have to 
reform, n> mere addition of higher 
classes at the top of elementary schools 
will carry out the objects we have 
in view. They can only be carried 
out by secondary schools, properly 
so called, to which children go at the 
age of thirteen or fourteen, and 
where they may spend three or four 
years in preparation for the work of life 
or for higher grades of education. There 
fore, when we hear that, in spite of 
all the money the London County Counel 
has spent upon secondary education, 
nevertheless the number of scholars 
in the true secondary schools, i 
stead of increasing, has diminished, 
and they have been really robbed by the 
higher grade schools of the London 
School Board 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
How have they been robbed ? 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
tacking the School Board. I am only 


territories of secondary education. It has| showing that in attempting a task 
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itis not qualified to perform, it is not 
grving the cause of education, and 
that it is a pity to induce scholars to 
stay at the higher grade primary 
schools under the mistaken impression 
that they are going through a training 
properly to be described as secondary 
education. 


Now, the third defect of the present 
system, on which [ would like to say 
a word or two, has relation to the 
education of teachers. I am the last 
man to undervalue the admirable 
srvice the army of teachers in 
primary schools have done for the 
gmmunity. Nor do I wholly attack 
the system of pupil teachers; there 
is something to be said for bringing 
future teachers into very early contact 
with the responsibilities of school life and 
accustoming him or her to dealing with 
children. But [| cannot bring myself 
to believe that we ought to be content 
with this as the sole or even the prin- 
cipal method of training those who 
are to train our children. At this 
moment any child who wishes to 
beoome a teacher gets made a pupil 
teacher, and when he has reached that 
situs half his time goes to teaching and 
the other half is given to learning—and 
what sort of learning? Neither the 
State nor the Local Authority provides 
for them schooling between the ages of 
thirteen and eighteen. They work with 
the stimulus of examination before them, 
picking up a little learning by the help 
of the master in the school ; when they 
are in country districts, perhaps with 
the help of the clergyman of the 
patish, possibly with the aid of what 
is known as “education by correspon- 
dence "—a deplorable system ; in towns 
they may go to a pupil centre; and in 
country districts County Councils have, 
in certain established centres 
where, on Saturday afternoons, they may 
also go to eke out their slender means of 
obtaining the necessary education. 

What is the result of such a system ? 
I find that 36 per cent. of the existing 
teachers have never got through the 
fxamination for the certificate, and 
I find that 55 per cent. of the 
existing teachers have never been to a 
training college of any sort, kind, or 
In other words, nothing 
has been done for them during the 


cases, 
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years which should have been devoted 
to secondary education ; and training 
colleges, which come in at a later age, only 
assist 45 per cent. of those who are 
actually engaged in teaching. We spend 
£18,000,000 a year on elementary educa- 
tion. Can anybody believe that under 
the system I have described we get the 
best results or can expect to get the 
best results for so vast an expenditure % 
For my cwn part, reasoning either from 
theory or from the example of America, 
or Germany or France, or any other 
country which devotes itself to educational 
problems, I am forced to the conclusion 
that ours is the most antiquated, the 
most ineffectual, and the most wastetul 
method yet invented for providing a 
national education. 


There is yet a third point on which I 
wish to say a word or two. It relates to 
the deplorable starvation of voluntary 
schools. Some of the opponents of 
voluntary schools put down their difticul- 
ties to the want of liberality on the part 
of the subseribers. I do not think there 
is any justification for that charge. I 
think it is perfectly marvellous what has 
been done under circumstances which, 
as I have already told the House, were 
never foreseen when the Act of 1870 
was brought into existence. It will be 
remembered that the Government passed 
in 1897—not wholly, [ am afraid, with 
the approval of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
—-the aid grant to voluntary schools. 
It was freely prophesied at that time 
that this would lead to the wholesale 
diminution of subscriptions. It has not 
done so. ‘The subscriptions have been 
maintained —1 believe, so far as the 
Church of England is concerned, sub- 
scriptions have even been increased. 
The whole of the 5s. has gone, n t to the 
relief of the subscriber, but to the im- 
provement of education in voluntary 
schools. But the fact, nevertheless, re- 
mains that, after all these great efforts 
on the part of the voluntary subscriber, 
and after all the aid given from the 
National Exchequer, the voluntary 
schools are in many cases not adequately 
equipped and are not as well fitted 
as they should be to carry out the 
great part which they are inevitably 
destined to play in our system of 
national education. I say inevitably . 


destined to play, because the idea of the 
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voluntary schools being swept away by ; arithmetic, 


an Actof Parliament, or by any other 
method, is absurd. The mere magnitude 
of the forces with which you have got 
to deal renders it impossible. The mere 
magnitude of the gap which would be 
created in the system of national edu- 
cation renders it impossible. Let me 
remind the House that at this moment 
the number of voluntary schools is over 
14,000, as compared with about 5,700 
board and that, while the 
board schools educate 2,600,000 odd, 
the voluntary schools educate over 
3,000,000. In other words, the majority 
of our children are at this moment edu- 
cated in the voluntary schools of the 
country. And, if I turn from the 
number of children to the cost that 
would necessarily fall on the community 
in some form or another if the buildings 
of the voluntary schools were no longer 
available for the purposes of education, 
I find that, if we take the cost of pro- 
vision throughout the country, excluding 
London, at £12 10s. per child, and if we 
cut that figure down, as we certainly 
ought to cut it down, in order to find 
the cost that would fall upon us if we 
had to provide accommodation for the 
children at present in voluntary schools 
to £7, even then, at that very cautious 
esumate, the cost to the community 
would be noless than £26,000,000 sterling. 
I do not take the case of London, because 
the provision in London would raise this 
average of £12 10s. toa much higher 
figure, and, though it might appear to 
strengthen my case, | am not quite sure 
that it would be fair, and |, therefore.base 
my calculation on the more moderate 
estimate of the average cost of provision 
as we find it outside the metropolitan 
area 


schools, 


I cannot leave this topic of the 
necessity of the voluntary schools with- 
out siying that, in my opinion, they are 
necessary also for another and a very 
different reason. What is the theory 
which, on both sides of the House, as 
I think—I do not recognise any differ- 
ence of principle in this matter between 
us--we ought to adopt with regard 
to denominational education in public 
schools? We do not insist, as everybody 
knows, upon teaching the children of this 
country a particular religion. We do 
insist upon teaching them a recognised 
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a recognised geography, 
history, and so forth. In the one case 
we decline responsibility, leaving the 
responsibility to the parents ; and in the 
other we are agreed that the State may 
properly take the responsibility of sayi 

to every parent, so faras secular education 
is concerned, ‘ Your child shall learn 
what we think fit to teach it.” Of 
course, the reason of this difference ig 
known to all. We are agreed about 


secular education. We are not agreed 
about religious education. Whatever 


be the historic origin of the present 
state of things, we have, as a com- 
munity, repudiated responsibility for 
teaching a particular form of religion, 
We maintain the responsibility, we gladly 
assume the responsibility, for teaching 
secular learning. As we have thus left 
to the parents the responsibility for 
choosing what religion their children are 
to learn, surely we ought, as far as we 
can consistently with the inevitable limita- 
tions which the practical necessities of 
the case put upon us, to make our system 
as elastic as we can in order to meet 
their wishes. I do not stand here to 
plead for any particular form of denomin 


ational religion. J do stand here to 
say that we ought, as far as we 


can, to see that every parent gets the 
kind of religious training for his child 
that he desires. Here, then, is another 
reason, and by no means the least, why 
it is needful to maintain—I do not 
say maintain in its present shape— the 
possibility of giving denominational 
training in our elementary schools. | 
do not believe that anybody, thinking 
over the rather abstract train od 
argument I have ventured to lay 
before the House, will easily find any 
defect in the reasoning ; and I am quite 
sure they will not charge me, or those 
who think with me in this matter, with 
any narrowness of spirit or with any 
inclination to proselytise in favour o 
any particular creed. The interests 
we desire to safeguard are the interests 
of the parents, and it is the wishes 
of the parents which, as far as possible, 
ought to be consulted. 

From this long preface, then, I draw 
the following conclusions. Our reform, 
if it is to be adequate, must, in the first 
place, establish one authority to 
education—technical, secondary, primary 
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_possessed of powers which may enable 
it to provide for the adequate training of 
teachers, and for the welding higher 
technical and higher secondary educa- 
tion on to the University system. In 
the second place, I conclude that this 
one authority for education, being. as it 
is, responsibie for a heavy cost to the 
ratepavers, should be the rating 
authority of the district. In the third 
place, I lay down that the voluntary 
schools must be placed in a position in 
which they can worthily play their 
necessary and inevitable part in the 
scheme of national education. These are 
debatable propositions. [ add to them 
two others which, as I conceive, are not 
debatable—namelv, that, as far as we 
ean, our system should be one which 
will not encourage for the future the 
perpetual introduction of denominational 
squabbles into our local and municipal 
life; and that the education authority 
should have at its disposal all the 
educational skill which the district 
over which it presides can supply. 

I will now proceed very briefly to 
describe the headings of our Bill; and 
| hope that, while describing it, | may 
be spared those natural, but, I think, 
rather inconvenient questions which I 
know it is not easy to restrain, but 
which must rather interrupt the 
general view of our scheme, which is all 
I intend to give to the House today. 1, 
or some of my friends, will, later in the 
evening, be glad to answer the questions 
which will doubtless be put to me in 
the debate, and hon. Gentlemen will 
have the Bill itself in their hands in 
afew days. But I deliberately ab- 
stain from dwelling on some of the 
smaller details of the Bill in order 
that | may give a clearer general view 


of our general proposals. As the 
House will have anticipated, our 


education authority is the County Council 
in counties, and the Borough Council 
in county boroughs. They will work 
through a committee or committees. 
The committees are to be framed by 
scheme to be approved of by the education 
authoritiesat Whitehall ; they will contain 
at least a majority of members appointed 
by the Council ; and another portion, ap- 
pointed on the nomination of other bodies, 
will consist of persons experienced in edu- 
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the various kinds of schools in the area. [ 
ought to mention an exception with 
regard to Wales. Wales at this moment 
has a secondary education authority of 
its own, which has done quite admirable 
work, and the mere existence of 
which ought to allay any fears lest 
the authority should prove ihecapable of 
dealing with secondary education. If the 
Welsh people prefer, instead of committees 
of the County Councils, to keep the 
existing authority, they are permitted by 
the Bill todo so. As regards secondary 
education, our provisions are practically 
identical with those with which the 
House is familiar, and which were 
embodied in the Bill of last year. The 
County Councils and the Borough 
Councils will have a 2d. rate to work 
upon, but I am convinced that in many 
places that will be insutlicient. There is 
power for any County Council by pro- 
visional order to get that limit raised. 
I have said that the authority is the 
County Council or the County Borough 
Council. This is the rule. .But there is 
an exception. We think it impossible to 
deprive Boroughs over 10,000 population, 
or urban districts over 20,000, of their 
existing jurisdiction over technical educa- 
tion ; nor do we think they can be sub- 
ordinated to the County in respect of 
primary education. We therefore leave 
them as they are with regard to the first : 
and make them autonomous with regard 
to the second. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) : 
I desire to know how the non-municipal 
element is to be appointed, whether by 
co-option from within the Committee, as 
in the former Bills, or by nomination from 
without, by external bodies, which is 
a new, and from the municipal point of 
view a very different thing. 


*Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I will show my 


hon. friend the exact words. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE ‘(Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Will the right 
hon. Gentleman repeat his last passage. 
We did not understand his last passage. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [think I] can 
put the matter in a very few words, 
beginning as it were from the other 
end. The Councils of Boroughs of over 
10,000, and of Urban Districts of over 
20,000, if they please, may become the 
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absolute authority as regards primary 
education. They retain their existing 
powers as to technical education, and 
they also become the authority for 
secondary education concurrently with 
the County Councils. The County Coun- 
cil of course is the authority over all the 
district ofitside the areas I have men- 
tioned. 

So much for the Authority. Now for 
its powers. We lay it down in the 
most absolute termsthat the new Educa- 
tion Authority is, in the words of the 
Bill— 

“To control all secular instruction in public 
elementary schools in their district.” 
Whether those schools are voluntary, 
or whether they are rate-erected, in 
future, if this Bill becomes law, the 
local education authority which we 
create will be absolute master of the 
whole scheme of secular education in 
every elementary school in its district, 
voluntary or otherwise. The mode in 
which they will acquire that control in 
the case of rate-erected schools, of course, 
is simple enough. They acquire it as 
heirs of the School Boards. As regards 
the voluntary schools, they obtain it 
partly by the explicit mandate contained 
in the Bill, which | have just quoted ; 
partly by the right given them in the 
Bill of appointing one-third of the 
managers ; partly by the right of inspec- 
tion; and partly by the power of the 
purse. They also obtain it by the 
right of refusing on educational grounds 
to sanction the appointment of any 
teachers whom they think unfitted 
to carry on the work of secular edu- 
cation. 


under our plan we create a_ single 
master of the whole of the primary 


educational machinery in each district, 
and that master is an absolute master. 
It is quite plain that this complete control 
earries with it the obligation of mainten- 
ance, and we propose that on the county 
or borough rate shall be thrown the 
whole cost of maintaining every school 
under the local authority. ‘The managers 
of the voluntary schools will be required 
to devote their buildings to educational 
purposes, to keep them in good repair, 
and to make all 
tions and improvements. Of course, when 
we lay down that the local authority is 
to bear all the charge of maintenance 
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|in the district, this can only be in 
respect of schools which are necessary, 
and by a necessary school we meap 
(following the precedent already set by 
the Code) a school which contains thirty 
children, or which, having accommoda- 
tion for less than thirty, is full. 

I have now explained that part 
of the scheme which deals _ with 
maintenance. But, as everybody knows, 
there are even thornier questions 
connected with what known as 
provision—the supply of new schools 
as population increases, migrates, or 
shifts. The existing system both 
arbitrary and anomalous. I will endea- 
vour to explain it, although it is 9 
absurd that it may take hon. 
Gentlemen somewhat by surprise. A 
School Board is now, by the law and 
practice of the Department, not allowed 
to build a school in a district where 
there are already a sufficient number 
of places in existing schools for the 
children in the district. The schools 
may be wholly unsuited to the wishes 


is 


is 


some 


of the district. There may be—to 
take an extreme case — nothing but 


Roman Catholic schools within reach of 
Protestant children. It makes no differ- 
ence. As long as there are already 
provided a sufficient number of places 
for the children of the district, there no 
School Board, even if one is called into 
existence, is allowed to find more suit- 
able accommodation. There is a correla- 
tive absurdity on the other side. In 
the district where there is a Schoo 
Board, it is not, or until recently was 
not, in the power of any voluntary 
body to provide one, however much a 
denominational school might be required 
y the parents, unless the School Board 
gave their consent. That is quite wr 
justifiable in theory, and occasionally pro 
ductive of much hardship in practice. We 
propose to abrogate both these conditions. 
If the real needs of a district require 4 
kind of education not given by the 
voluntary schools, we fail to see why it 
should be out of the power of the rate 
payers to erect another school, just as we 
fail to see why a majority of the rate 
payers should have it in their power to 
say to a minority of the parents in any 
area, “You want a denominational 
school, and your children are sufficient 
in number to fill it; but we do 
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not mean to let you have it.” We 
make a clean sweep of both these 
limitations, which make the existing 
system inequitable in practice and inde- 
fensible in theory ; and we permit, under 
reasonable limitation, new schools to be 
erected in both cases. In case of dispute 
as to whether it is proper for the new 
school to be erected, the Education 
Department is made the arbiter between 
the parties, and what the Department 
has to take into account is the economy 
gf rates, the interests of education, and 
the wishes of the parents. I do not know 
whether I shall help my case by taking 
extreme examples of the way in which 
this may conceivably work. Let us 
imagine a district in which a Roman 
Catholic school has been built for a 
Roman Catholic population, and from 
which, owing to some change in the 
industrial condition of the neighbourhood, 
the whole Roman Catholic population 
has migrated. Supposing that a Protes- 
tant population has come into the district, 
but that, notwithstanding, the Roman 
Catholic school has been kept up. Under 
the existing system the absurdity, or 
worse than absurdity, is irremediable. 
It could be remedied under the 
system we propose. Take the opposite 
ease, which we often hear of, though | hope 
it is not often found in practice. I heard 
oi one only the other day, in which there 
was a large Roman Catholic population 
within a school area ready and anxious 
to provide a school for their children, but 
absolutely prevented from doing so owing 
to the opposition of the School Board. 
Both of those cases of hardship may 


arise, and sometimes do arise, under 
our existing system; both will he 


swept away under the system which 
we propose to substitute for it. I need only 
add on this branch of my subject that 
though, of course, you may in theory ima- 
gine that under this system there will be 
an undue multiplication of small schools, 
I believe common sense, the needs of 
tconomy, and the diftieulty of finding 
the necessary funds will keep either 
Undenominational or denominational 
wal, as the case may be, within due 
bounds. 

Sir, the scheme I have de- 
scribed is a scheme which we think 
suitable for the whole country with two 
very important, but I hope transitory, 
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limitations, which I now proceed to de- 
scribe to the House. The first of these 
limitations relates to London. London is 
not dealt with in this Bill. London could 
not, of course, in this case, as London 
cannot in almost any case, be dealt with 
as if it were in precisely the same con- 
dition as other parts of the country. | 
believe that my right hon. friend near 
me, the Home Secretary—in the Local 
Government Bill of 1888—is almost the 
only person who has been able to deal 
with London in a Bill affecting the whole 
of England and Wales without making 
very special provisions for it. In fact, as 
we all know, London was treated differ- 
ently from the rest of the country in the 
Act of 1870, though it was dealt with in 
the same Bill; it exists under a different 
set of sanitary laws; it exists under a 
different set of police Jaws: legislation 
affecting its constituent boroughs is 
different from the legislation affecting 
any other borough in the kingdom. I 
might go on multiplying examples, if it 
were necessary, in order to show that, 
if there be anything in precedent, 
London could not be left to the ordinary 
provisions of this Bill; that it wouldrequire 
a separate portion of the Lill to itself. 
I do not know what the House thinks 

to me it seems evident that the Bill we 
have introduced is quite big enough for 
the remainder of the present session : and 
though the London problem must therefore 
he postponed, we shall approach it next 
session with all the advantage which the 


discussion upon the present measure 
gives us, and I am convinced that 


London will lose nothing, while the rest 
of the country will gain a great deal, by 
deferring the London portion of the Bill 
to next year. 

The second limitation requires more 
explanation. I recognise, and Lam sure the 
House recognises, that whether they like 
the scheme we have proposed or whether 
they dislike it, it is, at all events, a far- 
reaching scheme. It touches an enormous 
number of controverted problems ; it 
may rake up the ashes of many old 
controversies, and it may excite adminis- 
trative disquiet, even alarm, in many 
portions of the country. I do not 
know that even now it has been brought 
home to the minds of everybody every- 
where how vital is the need for some 
great reform, such as we propose ; and 
we can hardly hope to succeed in 
our object unless we carry with us the 
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local authorities on whom the burden and 
responsibility of working the Bill will fall. 
We think it will be most undesirable to 
drive or force them, with but brief con- 
sideration, and possibly against their will, 
into accepting our plan. We, therefore, 
propose to leave it to the councils of the 
various districts to adopt the portion of 
this Act dealing with elementary education 
if and when they please. My conviction 
is that but very few years will elapse 
before they all do so. I feel tolerably 
confident that, as it is steadily brought 
home to them that only by adopting 
this Act in its entirety can they really 
hope to deal with the education problem 
as a whole, they will all adopt it. How 
much better to attain that result through 
their free and untrammelled action than 
to force it upon them, it may be, pre- 
maturely. And, Sir, we have, I think, in 
the sphere of education itself, a good 
example of how valuable this cautious 
procedure may prove. It may be in the 
recollection of the older Members of the 
House that it was not until 1876 that the 
non-Schooi Board areas were given the 
right to pass by-laws for making atten- 
dance at school compulsory. They were 
not obliged to exercise the right, but 
they were given it. Had they been 
obhiged to make attendance at 
school compulsory, they would — un- 
doubtedly in many cases have bitterly 
resisted the obligation. Fortunately 
it was made a voluntary Act. Four 
years elapsed, and, without a word, 
without the smallest objection in any 
quarter of the House or from any part of 


the country, universal and obligatory 
school attendance was made by statute 
the universal rule. I augur well from 


this precedent; and I believe that, 
while the voluntary element which we 


introduce into our Bill will relieve 
a great many fears, smooth over 
many difficulties, and prevent many 


prejudices being harshly interfered with, 
it will not delay for any long or import- 
ant period the universal adoption of this 
Act in every part of England and Wales. 

Now, Sir, that is, broadly, our scheme. 
I am aware that it will be looked at with 
very different eyes by different people 
according as one aspect or other of the 
coraplex education problem chietly affects 
them. There are, for instance, some gentle- 
men who look at this question more from 
the ratepayers’ point of view than from the 
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educational point of view, or the denomi 
national point of view, and I cannot deny 
that one effect of this measure will be to 
throw some burden on the rates at present 
borne elsewhere. But let me remind 
those who speak in the interests of the 
ratepayers, that, if this Bill carries out 
all we hope from it, or anything like 
all we hope from it, it will give ” them 
far better value for their money than 
they get now; that it will immensely 
increase the efficiency of our educa 
tion system, and, by increasing its 
efficiency, increase its economy. Let 
them also remember that this Bil 
sweeps away, once and for all, that con- 
siderable and most useless expenditure of 
money which takes place in the election 
of School Boards and the administration 
of small areas. Let me turther remind 
them that, if they have been in the habit 
of complaining of the minute and petty 
interference of the Board of Education 
at Whitehall — interference which is 
alleged, rightly or wrongly | know not, 
to have thrown a quite unnecessary 
burden upon many schools—let them, | 
say, remember that interference from 
Whitehall will no longer be with indi- 
vidual schools; it will be with the County 
Council. It is the County Council which 
will receive the Imperial subvention; it 
is to the County Councils that all com- 
plaints will have to be made; it is by the 
County Council they will have to be 


remedied. If half the grumbling 
I have heard about the Education 


Department at Whitehall be just: 
fied, this will prove no small relief to a 
very large number of long-suffering 
managers. And, lastly, let it never be 
forgotten that, if the maintenance of 
voluntary schools throws a new burden 
on the rates, this is trifling compared 
with the burden the rates will have to 
bear if the voluntary schools be allowed 
to perish. From the ratepayers’ point d 
view there cannot bea better investment. 

So much for the ratepayers. ‘Then, 
Sir, there is the enthusiast fo 
local government. To him | would say 
that he need not be afraid that the 
County Councils under this scheme wil 
be overworked. They will carry out 
their great responsibilities largely 
through the new Committees; and such 
experiences as we have of the admirable 
work they have done in regard 
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secondary education, I think, may relieve 
us of all anxieties as to their fitness ior 
their new duties. If, moreover, the Bill 
adds to the work of County Councils and 
Borough Councils, undoubtedly it will 
who add great dignity, it will increase the 
importance of their functions—I believe 
it will induce some persons to seek civic 
honours who have never thought of 
doing so before. Let me add that one great 
advantage which I foresee from the 
local government point of view is that 
education will now be largely decentral- 
ised, and that it will be for each district 
to determine what is the species of 
education most needed by the children 
in it to fit them for their work, 
which, after all, no central department 
could so well judge of as those whom 
their parents elect and who are acquainted 
witi the circumstances in which they 
live. 

Then there is another set of 
possible objectors [| have to deal with, 
whom I hardly dare to hope I shall 
placate—the ardent believers in School 
Boards. I am the first to recognise 
what admirable work the School 
Boards in this country have done ; but | 
think that even those who most admire 
them will admit that the present system 
of minority election and all the circum- 
stances of canvassing which attend the 
election of the School Board do not 
really conduce to the interests of educa- 
tion, but are, indeed, very prejudicial to 
it. I would point out to them also that 
under our plan all the best educational 
elements in the country will be turned 
on tothe work of education. They will 
not have to go through this elaborate 
electoral process, or not necessarily ; and 
we shall be able for our educational 
needs to reach strata of experts not 
now aecessible—representatives of Uni- 
versities, of higher education in ali its 
forms, who now cannot, from the nature 
of the case, submit themselves to the 
laborious tests of a School Board election. 
Finally, I would say to them that, though 
they may prefer an «ud hoe authority, 
they must surely know that no «ad 


hw authority now can cover the whole | 


ground of education. The last hope of 
such a consummation was swept away 
when this House passed the Act of 1889 
and when the new municipalities through- 
out the country took the advantage of it. 
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Higher technical education and some out- 
lying portions of secondary education 
have since then been in the grip of the 
municipalities ; and no practical man 
will tell me across the floor of this House 
that he expects that Parliament or the 
country will ever deprive the munici- 
palities of powers they have so admirably 
used. I would therefore say to the advo- 
cate of the School Boards that the School 
Board can never become the universal 
education authority, and if he wants a 
universal authority—one which can really 
co-ordinate education—it can only be to 
the municipalities that he can turn his 
gaze. 

Then I come to the militant denomina- 
tionalists and the militant anti-denomina- 
tionalists. The militant denominational- 


‘ists, | admit lose the complete control 


of their schools which they have hitherto 
enjoyed. The school managers will no 
longer be free from responsibility to 
anyone except His Majesty's Inspector 
of Schools and the Department at 
Whitehall. They will have to fall 
into line, so far as_ secular in- 
struction is concerned, with other 
schools, and take such part as 
they may be ordered to take in the 
general scheme of education. But the 
strain of maintenance will be removed. 
No longer will the unfortunate supporter 
of voluntary schools [ironical opposition 
cheers] while freely paying his rates for 
the rival school over the way, have to 
beg subscriptions in order to keep his own 
school going—a position which I think 
even the hon. Gentleman who ironically 
cheered just now will admit was a_ hard 


one. And, lastly, the denominationalists 
will for the first time have a clear 
right to provide schools where the 


necessity for such schools can be shown 
to exist. 

So much for the militant denomina- 
tionalists. Now for the militant anti- 
denominationalists. I admit that they 
may dislike this Bill. Nevertheless, 
they will also gain something by it. 
There are two grievances in the present 
position of the English Nonconform- 
ists which have given rise to coim- 
plaints which seem to me unanswer- 
able. JI hopein practice they do not 
weigh very heavily on any portion of the 
population, but still in theory they are 
unquestionably grievances which we 
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ought to remedy as far as wecan. The 
first is what | may call the grievance of 
the single school. In some districts there 
is but one school within reach, and that 
school is not conducted, so far as reli- 
gious education is concerned, on lines 
pleasing to the Nonconformists. | do not 
say that this grievance is wholly removed. 
but it is greatly mitigated by a plan 
which in cases of real need will allow a 
school to be built although there be 
adequate accommodation already in the 
district—a school to be built which may 
be satisfactory to the Nonconformist 
parents of the children who go to it. 
Phere is yet a second grievance which | 
have heard stated, of the exact weight of 
which I am unable to judge, but which, 
upon paper at all events, seems genuine 
enough. It is said that there are whole 
regions of the country where, as all the 
schools, or nearly all of them, are prac- 
tically Church schools, the child of a Non- 
comformist parent anxious to enter the 
teaching profession finds it almost impos- 
sible to obtain the necessary facilities. 
Again, by creating a local authority 
which will certainly have it in its power 
to deal with the whole question of the 
education and provision of teachers, 
this grievance also, if not removed, 
will be very largely mitigated. So | 
might even say to the militant Noncon- 
formist that he also gets something out 
of the Bill—gets some of the grievances 
of which he has so long and so loudly 
complained diminished or removed. He 
also, | trust, therefore, may be induced 
to look with less malevolent eves on the 


present edueational reform which the 
Government is attempting. 
To the edueationist I] think I need 


make no apologies and offer no excuses. 
From him | anticipate. and I believe 1 
shall obtain, the heartiest support. He has 
long seen a vast expenditure of public 
money, which has yet left this country 
behind all its Continental and American 
rivals inthe matter of education. He 
has seen a huge average cost per child in 
our elementary schools, and yet at the 


same time many of those schools half 
starved, inadequately equipped, im- 
perfectly staffed. He has seen in the 


last ten or fifteen years a development 
of University life by private liberality 
which has no parallel except in America, 
which has covered, and is still covering, 
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our great industrial centres with 
Universities and University colleges 


where the very highest type of University 
instruction is given by men well qualified 
for theirduty. He has seen technological 
institutions which | am afraid do not yet 
rival those which America and Germany 
have produced, but which yet in their 
measure and within their limits are 
admirable. He has seen them erected 
at a vast cost in every great industr‘al 
centre. Yet these University colleges and 
these great technological institutions do 
not, eannot, and never will effect all 
they might do so long as our secondary 
education, which is their necessary pre- 
paration, is in the imperfect condition in 
which we find it. Therefore | think | 
may make my appeal, to the educationist 
at least, with perfect confidence. | 
think | might go turther. It is not 
upon the opinions or wishes of any 
particular section of opinion in this 
House or in the country that the fate of 
this Billdepends. It depends upon the 
common-sense of the great body of the 
people, on their growing perception of the 
need of a really national system of educa- 
tion. If the country is determined on 
reform in this matter—and I believe its 
determination to be unalterable—then I 
say with some confidence that it is upon 
the lines of this Bill, and only upon the 
lines of this Bill, that that great reform 
can proceed. No other scheme—be it what 
vou like—will give to the educational 
evils of this country the complete, radical, 
and final cure which this Bill will give. 
1 count upon the support of our country- 
men to enable us to close for ever these 
barren controversies which for too long 
have oceupied our time, and in the 
interests alike of parental liberty and of 
educational efficiency to terminate the 
present system of costly confusion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to make further provision with respect to 
education in England fand Wales.” —(Ir. 
A. J. Balfour.) 

(5.42.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 
Gentleman has explained with very great 
clearness the provisions of an exceedingly 
complex and intricate measure. — But, 
although the right hon. Gentleman's ex- 
position was clear, | doubt very much 
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whether the impression on the minds of 
all who heard him is equally clear. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that he would 
give us a bird’s-eye view of the measure. If 
he gave us a bird’s-eye view it follows, I 
suppose, that we got a hbird’s-eye view, 
and in that ease I shall venture to assume 
for myself—and I would advise others as 
much as possible to assume—the privi- 
leges of the position of a bird. A bird’s- 
eye view is taken by a bird when it is 
not in close proximity’ to the object 
which it is looking at, and cannot, there- 
fore, examine it fully and completely. 
It alights on a perch in order to examine 
the object. I should say that it would 
be well for the House of Commons—and 
I shall certainly exercise that privilege 
myself--to see the Bill itself and to get 
something more than a bird’s-eye view 
before pronouncing positively any opinion 
either upon the Bill as a whole or upon 
the details which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has laid before us. I need hardly 
say that any Bill calculated to promote 
the real interests of education would have 
in this House a more favourable recep- 
tion and more favourable consideration 
than a Bill for any other purpose almost 
that could be named, for education is, 
perhaps, not the most important, but it is 
one out of the three or four most impor- 
tant matters to which the attention of 
Parliament can be directed. 

But what oceurs to me with regard to 
education and this Bill is this. This is, 
I think, the fifth Bill that the Govern- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman has 
introduced within half a dozen years. 
Two of these Bills have been passed ; two 
of them have been dropped. Admitting 
that the subject is one of great complex- 
ity and difficulty, still other complex and 
difficult matters have been dealt with, 
but that of education remains. What is 
the reason for these repeated failures to 
deal with this avowedly urgent question ! 
It is this, if I am to speak frankly, that 
there has been either the reality, orthe well- 
founded suspicion, which is quite as bad 
as the reality, of some other objects under- 
lying every proposal that has been mace. 
Any purely educational reform, a measure 
which was undoubtedly purely designed 
to improve and extend the system of 
education in this country, would be 
received by the House in a very different 
manner from measures which are open 
at least to the suspicion, and in some 
cases to the well-founded belief, that 
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they have some other object behind 
them as well. 


What would a real Education Biil do ; 
what will this Bill do, if we find on 
better and fuller acquaintance that it 
comes up to our ideal? It will make 
more efficient the teaching in elementary 


schools. There is abundant room for 
that improvement. We have had irom 
the Vice-President of the Council— 


whose absence and its cause we deplore 
today—again and again an account of 
the points in which, according to him, 
vast improvements and reforms can be 
made in elementary education. ‘Then, it 
would grapple honestly and vigorously 


with the organisation of secondary 
education. | agree with everything that 


has fallen from the right hon. Gentle- 
man on that subject, especially when 
he pointed cut that the technical educa- 
tion, to which public attention has been 
so largely directed of recent years, is 
really of no avail for its purpose unless it 
is founded, not only, as the right hon. 
Gentleman said, on a_ well-grounded 
secondary education, but on a thorough 
primary education as well, for, after all, 
it isin the elementary education that the 
faculties and powers of the child are more 
developed than in any other after stage 
It would also simplify the working of 
our administrative machine. In that re- 
spect we cannot judge of this Bill until we 
have seen it. I would also insert here as 
an object, not, perhaps, of the same extent 
and importance, but still most essential, 
the creation of a sufficient supply of well- 
equipped and qualified teachers. [I was 
glad to hear the sentiments expressed by 
the right hon. Gentleman with regard to 
the effect which he hopes will follow from 
his proposals in opening the career of 
teacher to large classes of the 
munity who are at present shut out fron 
it. I hope the expectations of the 
right hon. Gentleman in that respect 


come 


will be fulfilled. But there is more. 
In my opinion, a really sound Edu- 
eation Bill would do something else. 


It would accomplish all that I have 
spoken of without losing hold of 
that which we consider indispensable 
—the element, namely, of real popu- 
lar control and management. If the 
Bill is found to be open to the fear 
that it is, after all, only an effort to main- 


tain better terms for the Church schools 
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{Oh !**}—well, if it were open to that 
suspicion, if the hon. Member likes the 
word better, | think the fact would 
greatly endanger its chances of success. 
We trust that it will not be so, and we 
trust that when this great financial aid is 
given to the voluntary and Church 
schools it will be accompanied by a 
popular control which will not be illusory, 
but real. 

Now, a great deal seems to me to 
depend upon the constitution of 
the intermediate authority which 
will be elected, and of that we shall 


judge, and cannot judge until we 
have seen the provisions of the 
Bill. The financial aid given to these 


voluntary schools will undoubtedly be 
substantial and undeniable. We hope 
that the control over them by those who 
are most interested in their efficiency— 
namely, the inhabitants of the locality 
and the parents of the children who are 
to be trained by them—will be something 
more than ecolourable and ineffectual. 
The present system has, no doubt, great 
faults and defects, and is incomplete, but 
it has worked wonders for the children 
of this country. I am one of the now 
few Members of the House who were 
present and heard the debates and voted 
in the divisions on the Bill of 1870. 1 
think that no one can deny that that 
sill has wrought a transformation 
among great classes of our people. But 
that makes it all the greater folly for 
us to part with it or to break it up, 
unless we have an absolute assurance of 
something better and more efficient. 
We have different qualities of education 
because we have different kinds of 
schools. Let us take care that we do 
nothing which will tend to lower those 
which are better to the level of those 
which are worse. Let us rather, of 
course, hope that the opposite effect will 
take place. 

As to the different authorities, the 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out very 
truly that there is a conflict of author- 
ities ; but the great thing. in my opinion, 
ought to be to strengthen the masculine 
element of public control — popular 
origin, popular interest, and popular 
management. There is a certain beauty 
and a certain advantage in the single 
authority ; and no one can doubt that | 
if we were to set to work now with a | 
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tabula vase we should establish a single 
authority, but do not let us sacrifice to 
the constitution of a single authority 
the essential safeguards of efficiency and 
the principles of justice as between 
different sections of the community. 
When we have seen the Bill we shall 
be better able to judge how far it js 
worthy of the opportunity and the 
necessity it seeks to meet. I sincerely 
hope that it may prove so worthy : and, 
if it is so, then all our efforts will be 
devoted to endeavouring to extend its 
usefulness and make it still more effectual 
for the building up of an instructed and 
intelligent people—and the intelligence, 
as I said a few minutes ago, is really 
created in the earliest ages and the 
youngest minds in the elementary schools 

an instructed and intelligent people, 
fitted to discharge the great duties which 
as citizens of this country they are called 
upon to discharge. 


*(5.54.) Srr RICHARD JEBB (Cam- 
bridge University): The measure which 
has just been explained by the First 
Lord of the Treasury has, I believe, the 
good wishes of the great majority of 
Members on our side. I hope it will 
result in a comprehensive and satisfac- 


| tory settlement, and certainly the very 


fair and moderate tone of the speech of 
the Leader of the Opposition offers a good 
prospect for its future progress. I should, 
however, not be candid if | did not say 
that the Bill has, in my opinion. one 
most serious defect, to which |] will 
presently refer ; but it is one which may 
be amended at a later stage. 

The first point which naturally attracts 
notice is the mode of forming the new 
local authorities. The basis is the same 
as in the Bill of last year; that is, the 
local authorities are to be the County 
Councils and the County Borough 
Councils. But the improvements on the 
plan of last vear are most important. 
The Bill of last session proposed that the 
majority of the Education Committee 
should consist of members of the Council, 
the present Bill proposes that the Couneil 
shall nominate or appoint a majority 
of the members of the Education Com- 
mittee. As [ understand, it is not 
necessary that any member of the 
County or County Borough Council 
should be a member of the Education 
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Committee. Is that correct 7 
answers the objection Which has been 
raised to putting too much work on 
bodies which, in some cases, are already 
overworked. This Bill provides, as | 
understand, that the Education Com- 
mittee shall include persons having 
experience in education, and also per- 
sons acquainted with the various kinds 
of schools in the area. The latter clause 
would, I suppose, facilitate the repre- 
sentation of minorities, and, in passing, 
I may express the hope that on the Educa- 
tion Committee a place will be found for 
women. 

Now, as to the powers of these new 
local authorities. Under the Bill, the 
local authorities will at once become the 
authorities for secondary education in 
their respective areas. That will be 
universaland necessary. They will super- 
sede the various agencies which at pre- 
sent compete and conflict. That, in itself, 
isan excellent thing, but it isnot enough. 
And even that control of secondary 
education cannot be efficiently managed 
unless the local authority is also the 
authority for elementary education. Why 
isthat so? I will endeavour to state the 
reasons. The lower grades of secondary 
education have to be adjusted to the 
higher grades of primary, so to 
provide a continuous upward course for 
all boys and girls who can profit by it. 
But it is extremely difficult to define 
with precision where elementary educa- 
tion ends and secondary begins. ‘The 
adjustment cannot be effectively carried 


as 


out except by an authority which 
controls both. The Cockerton Judg- 
ment decided that only the elemen- 
tary education of children can be de- 
frayed from the School Board rate. 


The difficulty was got over last year by 
4 temporary measure—which, by the 
way, will have to be continued until the 
new local authorities came into operation 
es é ; 
—providing a way by which the School 
oards could go on doing just what they 
Board ld g loing just what the’ 
had been doing before. But the moment 
the new authorities are in the saddie, 
they will take over all the secondary 
work in their areas. 


local authorities for secondary education 
will be confronted with the difficult 
task of deciding what is elementary and 


Therefore, where | 
School Boards continue to exist, the new | 
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If so, that friction between them and the surviving 


School Boards ; and that friction will be 


aggravated by the fact that some 
branches of secondary education are 


carried on in elementary school buildings 
which belong to the surviving School 
Boards. For instance, that is largely the 
case with evening schools, which, as being 
not elementary, will come under the 
local authorities. 

But that is not all. The programmes 
of elementary schools are very seldom 
duly correlated with the programmes of 
secondary and technical schools. The 
establishment of due harmony and con- 


tinuity between such programmes 
cannot be thoroughly effected  ex- 
cept by a_ local authority which 


has the supervision of both. In every 
educational area we need a common 
plan of educational action, which should 
include the adjustment of the scholar- 
ship system to the local needs. Here, in 
my judgment, is the great blot on this 
3ill. It leaves it to the option of each 
local authority whether they will or will 
not become the authority for elementary 
education. It that defect were organic in 
the Bill, if it could not be remedied with- 
out dislocating the whole machinery of 
the general structure of the Bill, then 
my hopes of much good coming trom this 
Bill would be very much smaller than 
they are. But the defect is not organic. 


It can be remedied at a later stage: 
and I would respectfully urge the 


Government, with all the earnestness 
at my command, to reconsider this 
momentous, this vital point. 

Let us try and see clearly how the 
matter stands. ‘Take first the case in 
which a local authority adopts the 
permissive clause, and thereby makes 
itself the authority, notonly for secondary 
but also for elementary education. It will 
then be supreme over all the elementary 
schools in its area. These elementary 
schools will be of two kinds, namely, the 
board and the voluntary schools. The 
board schools will go on just as they did 
under the School Boards. ‘The new 
authority will, presumably, cause 
managers to be elected, as School Boards 
sometimes do ; and they will finance them 
just as the School Boards have done. 
The relation of the new authority to the 
| voluntary schools will equally be one of 


what is secondary—a possible source of | supreme control, and no voluntary schools 
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will be allowed to stand out. Voluntary 
schools will receive rate aid, and, in 
return, will submit to ratepayers’ control. 
But, before considering theterms of this 
aid and this control, it is necessary to 


recall very briefly some facts bear- 
ing upon the present history of 
voluntary schools. Avery few words 
will suffice, because the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House 


has already touched upon this subject. 
When in the year 1870 the existing com- 
promise was made, voluntary schools 
had been in existence for more than 
forty years. Mr. Forster's object was 
not to destroy or injure’ voluntary 
schools. but to supplement them. It 
is worth remembering that in Mr. 
Forster's Bill, as originally framed, the 
School Boards were left, perfectly free to 
aid voluntary schools, and free to 
conduct their own board schools on any 
religious lines they pleased. It was not 
until after the Second Reading of Mr. 
Forster's Bill that restrictions were 
introduced, and the existing compromise 


devised. 


That turned on two points. First, the 
new School Boards were prohibited from 
giving rate aidto avowedly denominational 
schools. Secondly, the Cowper-Temple 
clause provided that no distinctive 
formularies of any religious denomination 
should be taught in schools aided from 
the rates. The Cowper-Temple clause 

yas felt at the time to be not strictly 
logical, since it is scarcely possible to 
define, much less to prevent, a breach of 
it. But it helped to carry the Bill; and 
it has served its purpose fairly well. 
I do not understand that it is proposed 
to repeal this provision. When the com- 
promise was thus arranged in 1870 the 
Government gave an increased grant to 
voluntary schools, which they wished to 
maintain. They thought that with the 
aid of this grant the schools could be 
maintained in permanent efficiency. 


That has proved to be a miscalculation. 


But the voluntary schools have 
survive! for thirty-two years. As 
the right hon. Gentleman has told us, 
they are now in a majority in the 
country, and they have a majority of 
the pupils. The right hon. Gentleman 
gave I think the number of children 
on the registers of voluntary 
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board schools respectively, and the pro- 


' portion of children in average attendance 


at voluntary schools and board schools 
is much the same. In Board Schools 
there are about 2,200,000 children ig 
average attendance, and in the voluntary 
schools there are about 2,400,000. For the 
year ending the 31st of August, 1900, the 
total amount of voluntary subscriptions 
was about £812,000, and to this the 
Church of England contributed about 
£624,000. It is perfectly true that in the 
year following the aid grant of 1897 there 
was a slight decrease in subscriptions; but 
since 1897 there has been a progressive 
rise, and the figures which I have just 
mentioned are nearly double those of the 
corresponding figures in 1870. Mean. 
while the cost of elementary education 


has progressively increased, and the 
demands of the Board of Education 
have rightly been raised. In _ most 


places at the present day the voluntary 


schools are engaged in a. struggle 
which is more or less severe. There 


are many places in which some of them 
will cease to exist before any very long 
period has elapsed, unless further aid 
is obtained. Nor is that surprising, 
since the average income of voluntary 
schools in England and Wales per child 
is less by about I4s. 2d. than the 
income of board schools. I have the 
latest figures of the Wesleyan schools, 
which illustrate the operation of the 
grant of 1897. That grant, it will be 
remembered. was a_ grant of 5s. 
per child in average attendance at 
voluntary schools. In many cases, 
this grant has been absorbed in the 
growing cost of maintenance. I have just 
learned that, in the case of the Wes- 
leyan schools, the aid grant of 1897 
amounts to about £36,000 a year, whilst 
the school expenditure has risen by 
about £50,000. 


Thus the experience of more than 
thirty years has shown that the country 
still demands denominational elementary 
schools. In about one-third of Eng- 
land and Wales there are no School 
Boards. Long experience has shown 
that under existing conditions those 
schools cannot be preserved in per 
manent efficiency. And so the situation 
is this: The denominational schools 
form an indispensable element, in fact, 
the largest, in our elementary system; 
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and yet their efficiency is precarious. It 
isin the light of these facts that the pro- 
posals in the Bill must be considered. 


It is proposed that the local authority 
shall appoint a certain element of the 
managing body for each voluntary 
ghool. If the wishes which have often 
heen expressedarecarried out that element 
will not exceed one-third. Whyis thatlimit 
imposed? Because it is assumed that 
the schools are to remain denominational. 
That is the reason for their existence. But 
ifthe schools are to remain denomina- 
tional, the teachers must command the 
confidence of the denomination. Sup- 
pose that teachers holding no religious 
riews were appointed to a denominational 
xhool : it would soon cease to be denomi- 
national. The managers, therefore, will 
nominate the teachers in the voluntary 
schools; but that will be subject to 
the veto of the local authority, as a safe- 
guard for educational efficiency in regard 
to secular instruction. It is not, how- 
eer, in the managing body of the 
denominational school that the control 
of the ratepayers will reside. That 
control will reside in the local authority, 
which is supreme over the managers. 

What is to be the nature of this aid and 
this control? In what relation will the 
managers of the denominational schools 
stand to the local authority ? In the first 
place the local authority will require the 
managers to provide and maintain the 
buildings, and to keep them in repair. 
Any modifications in the buildings not 
deemed unreasonable by the Board of 
Education can be required from the 
managers by the local authority. To the 
local authority will be paid any grants 
from the Treasury which the voluntary 
school may earn, and also any grant 
inaid which the voluntary school may 
have been receiving. The local authority 
will then consider what aid from the 
rates is required in order to complete 


the annual budget of the school in such | 


a manner as to secure its efficiency. 
The local authority can issue any 
directions it pleases to the managers of 
the denominational school with regard to 
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veto on the appointment and dismissal 
of teachers. The local authority re- 
presenting the ratepayers will have full 
control over the denominational school 
as a place of secular elementary educa- 
tion. The only thing excepted will be 
the teaching given during the one 
hour daily reserved for religious instruc- 
tion. That is indispensable if the 
school is to remain denominational. 
As to the future provision of schools, 
the local authority will decide, subject 
to an appeal to the Board of Education, 
whether a new school is or is not 
necessary. At present only the numerical 
deficit is considered: thus a new Roman 
Catholic school could not be built if 
there was room for the children in 
non-Catholic schools. In future, all the 
local facts, including the religious com- 
plexion of the district, will be taken 
into account in deciding whether a new 
school is required or not. If the school is 
to be undenominational, then it will be 
built out of the rates : if denominational, 
it will be built at the cost of the 
denomination. 


1 have now attempted to sketch 
the state of things that will exist 
when the new authority adopts the 
permissive clause and makes itself the 
authority for elementary as well as second- 
ary education. And here | would make 
an earnest appeal to any hon. Members 
who may regard the compromise of 1870 
as embodying in a final form some 
immutable principle to put aside the in- 
fluence of such terms as “sectarian,” to 
cast off the spell of outworn shibboleths, 
and to ask themselves this question, 
thinking only of the public good 
in education: Which is the greater 
evil, that the voluntary schools|should 
struggle on, as they have so long 
been doing, amid progressive difficulties, 
and with recurrent periods of crisis, 
giving us at the best a system of unequal 
and precarious efficiency, until many 
or most of them succumb, thereby 
throwing a new and enormous bur- 
den upon the rates; or that the 
ratepayers, having full control over 


the lines of educational policy to be;denominational schools so far as they 


observed in the secular teaching of the 


/are secular schools, should tolerate for 


school, and the managers will be bound | one hour a day distinctive religious teach- 
toobey them. The local authority will | ing, subject to a conscience clause, in 
have the power of inspecting the denomi- 
national school, and will also have a 
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| return for the provision and maintenance 
‘of the buildings by the denominations, 
21 
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thereby guaranteeing at last the per- 
manent efficiency of all our elementary 
schools ? 


But now let me touch very briefly 
upon the state of things that will 
arise where the new local authority 
does not adopt the permissive clause. 
It will be observed that the Bill, as 
described by the right hon. Gentleman, 
provides for the autonomy, in respect to 
elementary education, of any borough 
of at least 10,000, and of any urban dis- 
trict of atleast 20,000, if that borough 
or urban district adopts the permissive 
clause. Very well: let us suppose that ina 
given county one or moreof those smaller 
boroughs, or one or more of the urban 
districts, adopt the permissive clause. 
Then in their respective areas they 
become the supreme authorities in 
elementary education, and, of course, 
they can aid the voluntary schools 
in the manner’ described. But 
suppose also that the council of the 
county in which these boroughs and 
urban districts are situated does not 
adopt the permissive clause. Then 
in the county area, outside these smaller 
areas, the School Boards will continue, 
and no helpcan be given to the voluntary 
schools. Il ask the House, is it easy to 
conceive anything more invidious or 
more irritating than the local contrasts 
which will thus be created within the 
borders of a single county ? As to the 
complexity of educational rating 
areas in that county, it will be 
bewildering. But even that will not 
be the worst. The local authority will 
not be able to deal effectively even with 
secondary education, for the reasons I 
gave a few moments ago. And the dual 
system of elementary schools will con- 
tinue under all its present  disad- 
vantages. On some of those disad- 
vantages I have already touched. But 
there is one to be added. The dual 
system of board and voluntary schools 
is most wasteful. Does the House re- 
member that in all our elementary schools 
put together there are places for about 
6,544,000 children; and does it realise 
that on the registers of our elementary 
schools all put together there are only 
about 5,705,000 children—the number 


of children in average attendance being, | 
of course, considerably less? That is to’ 


say, there are upwards of 800,000 vacant | First Lord of the 
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places in our elementary schools. One 
of the chiei reasons is that in go 
many places Board schools and voluntary 
schools exist close to each other, and 
there are vacant places in both. This 
waste will not be mitigated until 
one local authority controls all the 
elementary education in _ its area, 
and can judge which schools are 
necessary and which are superfluous, 
I must not trespass longer on the time 
and indulgence of the House. I will 
end by once more entreating — the 
Government to reconsider their permis. 
sive clause, and to make it, not optional 
but obligatory, for every local authority 
to take over at once both elementary 
and secondary education. Samuel John- 
son said that when a man is all wrong it 
is from want of sense, but when he is half 
wrong it may be from want of spirit. 
I do not presume to apply the second 
part of that maxim to the Government 
Bill; but I do venture to say that this is 
a case in which the bolder and simpler 
course would be also the wiser. Sir, 
in education we can no longer afford 
to wait. We cannot afford to lose a 
single year. The commercial and in- 
dustrial interests of the country, all our 
national interests, clamour for educa- 
tional reform. Let the Government 
make the modification which | have 
ventured to suggest : let them then press 
on their Bill, so modified. with all the 
energy and all the resolution which 
the great interests at stake demand. 
If they do that, I venture to say 
that they will have behind them the 
support of many, if not most, of their 
followers in this House; I even venture 
to hope that they will have the good- 
will of at least some hon. Gentlemen on 
the Benches opposite ; and I am confident 
that they will have the country at large 
behind them. May this auspicious year 
be remembered as one which added to 
the national strength in a province not 
less vital for our defence than the pro- 
vision of fleets and armies: may it give 
us at last a system of national educa 
tion which shall be at once compre 


| hensive and just, and which shall carry 


with it the pledges, too long deferred, of 
efficiency, stability, and permanence. 


MACNAMARA : 
Treasury 


(6.20.) Dr. 
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before us a comprehensive and 
most important scheme, and I ven- 
ture to sympathise with him in 
saying that the matter is one of extreme 
difficulty. We have to take existing 
facts and do the best we ean with them 
to meet the needs of the present situa- 
tion. So far as I could gather the 
principle of the Bill from the speech ot 
the right hon. Gentleman, it is first of 
all to create local authorities for educa- 
tional purposes. The first Lord has 
gone to the Municipal Councils for his 
educational authorities, and _ those 
authorities will have the control of 
elementary and higher education. They 
will have the right to levy a rate up to 
2d. in the £1, with the right to go 
further if the Local Government Board, 
or a Provisional Order if Parliament, 
permits. I ask what has Parliament to 
do, or what has the Local Government 
Board to do with the amount of rate 
which the ratepayers of a district desire 
to levy. Supposing that the ratepayers 
of Leeds desired to levy 6d. in the £1, 
I should object to any veto by the 
Local Government Board on_ the 
people of Leeds, or indeed on the right 
of any locality to spend money for educa- 
tion under the provisions of the Bill. 
The right hon, Gentleman suggested that 
it would be absurd if the great spending 
Departments of the State had no veto 
placed on them, and pointed out that 
they have the veto of this House. The 
ad hoe authority to which he refers will 
spend money from the rates, and they 
have the ratepayer’s veto. I personally 
object to the veto of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if the local authority elected 
by the ratepayers decides to spend any 
amount of money for the purposes of the 
Act. 

This new authority is to have the 
right, if it desires, to take over elementary 
education from the School Boards, and 
also to take over the voluntary schools, 
and to aid them out of the rates. I am 
very glad indeed that this question of 
aiding the voluntary schools out of the 
tates has been raised. It ought to be 
raised. What are the facts with regard 
to the dual elementary system at the 
present time? The right hon. Gentleman 
told us that there are 3,000,000 children 
in the voluntary schools, and 2,500,000 
in the board schools, and, of course, it is 
the fact that both these systems are 
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sustained partly with money from the 
Exchequer, and partly with money raised 
locally. I think, with regard to the 
money from the Exchequer, that I have 
the right to put it on the one side 
altogether. It does not affect the argu- 
ment at all, The essential supplement of 
the income comes from an_ entirely 
different source. The board school 
people have the right to come com- 
pulsorily on the rates for all the money 
they want, to supplement that received 
from the Imperial Exchequer, and every- 
body is agreed that the Imperial Ex- 
chequer grant is not enough to conduct 
education properly. .The voluntary school 
people have to make up their essential 
supplement from the goodwill offerings of 
charitably disposed persons. Last year 
the School Board people came on the 
rates to the extent of 25s. 6d. in supple- 
ment of what they got from the Govern- 
ment, and then they added 5d. per child 
for fees which makes 25s. 11d. per child, 
over and above what they got from the 
Government grants. Now, the voluntary 
school people were only able to get from 
contributors a sum equal to 6s. 5d., and 
they added 1s. 7d. for school fees, making 
a total of &s. That is differential treat- 
ment to the detriment of the children in 
the voluntary school of 17s. 11d. per 
head. I am sorry to hear that there is 
no right to claim an adjustment of this. 
That means that you are going to take 
some of the School Board money and 
give it to the voluntary school child. I 
am averse to that, because I do not 
believe too much money is spent on the 
School Board child. That being so, 
obviously too little is spent on the 
voluntary school child. 
The Government is unquestionably 
right in raising the question. It is 
'a dangerous anachronism to have 
any portion of the education of the 
,children of the working classes main- 
tained out of charitable contributions. 
Iam a voluntary school manager, and lam 
grateful to the voluntary contributor for 
| what he has done. He has done work 
| which the State was either unwilling or 
‘too selfish to do. I submit that 
'the time has come when we should no 
longer maintain in operation the educa- 
‘tional work of working class children out 
‘of mouey collected at jumble sales and 
ping-pong tournaments. It is a proper 
thing to raise the question of the form of 
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local financial aid, and to lay down de 
finitely, that in all schools, Board and 
Voluntary, money must be forthcoming 
from public sources, central and _ local, 
under proper conditions of course. These 
conditions we cannot go into now until 
we have seen the terms of the Bill. 
What is the position of the country 
generally as the result of this attempt to 
maintain this dangerons anachronism of 
charitable contributions for the support 
of education? You have supplemented 
the rate in the county boroughs. There 
are eight towns where there is no 


rate. There are 109 non - county 
boroughs which have no local rate, 
and in half the agricultural area 


of the country there is no local rate 
at all. For all these reasons the Govern- 
ment is quite entitled to raise this 
question, and I shall give them all my 
support in endeavouring to get the 
financial control of education placed on 
a national and permanently sound basis. 
In those areas where there is no School 
Board rate, what will the people tell you ? 
They will tell you that they will not 
have a School Board under any cireum- 
stances, because they prefer denomina- 
tional religious instruction. I believe 
that to be perfectly true of a certain 
number of good, earnest people, who con- 
tribute themselves voluntarily far more 
than they would have ever to contribute 
if there was a public obligation ; but | am 
convinced with regard to the great bulk 
of those people in non School Board areas 
that their preference is to get out of 
paying rates for instruction. It appears 
to me that the Government have taken 
the Bill of last year, which was a Bill for 
secondary education, and added the 
powers in this Bill affecting elementary 
education. Then they began to be rather 
frightened at the extent to which they 
had gone, and wound up with a scheme 
making the whole thing permissible. 
That | believe is the position with which 
we are confronted. This is the Bill which 
is to carry out the pledge given in the 
King’s Speech to improve primary and 
secondary education, and it leaves the 
people just in the same old set way as in 
the past. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not as regards 
secondary education. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I do not think 
that this is a courageous way to deal 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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with this problem. You have to make 
these people carry out their obligation in 
regard to secondary education, and | 
very strongly object to the permissive 
feature of this Bill which makes it futile 
to the last degree. It becomes a Bill at 
once to enable selfish people to contract 
themselves out of their communal obliga- 
tion. If the Act is not adopted, the 
voluntary schools will go on in the same 
starved fashion, relying upon contribu- 
tions paid very handsomely by a small 
number of persons but not by the bulk 
of the people in the district. The right 
hon Gentleman spoke of the marvellous 
way in which the voluntary contributions 


had come forward. ‘That is true in 
School Board areas. But take two 
towns. Hastings, with a Schoo! Board, 


contributed £2 Os. 1d. per child last year 
in rates for the School Board : and over 
and above they, the people of Hastings, 
contributed, or some of them did, 14s. 
per child in voluntary contributions. 
Stockport, on the other hand, being one 
of those towns which prefers denomina- 
tional schools, paid no School Board 
rate ; and ls. 7d, per child was the entire 
voluntary contribution. This Bill would 
enable Stockport to go on in that way; 
and the probability is that they would 
do so. And does the House think that 
that would not be true of the great bulk 
of the agricultural districts? How 
many County Councils administering 
areas, half of which have never been 
rated at all, are now going to rate them- 
selves for education if you give them 
this chance. How many of the land 


owners, who, according to the Vice 
President of the Council, “ exhibited 


that dislike to intellectual development 
which was characteristic of a territorial 
aristocracy,” are going to levy a new 
rate for elementary instruction ? The 
Vice-President of the Council said on the 
7th of March in this House that the 
people in the villages preferred the 
church school, with its catechism and 
clerical tyranny, to the School Board; 
and they would rather their children 
| were taught anything than that should 
| have to pay a School Board rate. That 
| being so, I think it is perfectly futile in 
| agricultural districts to have such 4 
provision, and if the Government mean 
the levying of a rate for the whole 
| country this permissive clause must come 
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out; otherwise, the Act will not be put 
into operation just in the very places 
where it should have been put into 
operation years ago. 


There is another feature of this 
question. Supposing the elementary 


part is not adopted? You get a higher 
authority with the duplication of the 
oficial machinery which the right hon. 
Gentleman desires to avoid; and there 
is overlapping and friction along the 
frontiers: and that will be perpetuated 
under this Bill which is supposed to do 
away with all these objections. If the 
edementary part is not adopted and the 
School Boards go on, let us be quite 
dear about their position. The School 
Boards will on, but they will be 
truncated and narrowed down to ele- 
mentary instruction; they cannot in- 
struct anybody over fifteen years of age , 
they cannot spend the rates upon any 
instruction over that age; and they are 
bound to fail. I do not think that is 
quite the way to meet this case. The 
Schoo! Boards, particularly in the North 


oF 
go 


of England, are held in high esteem 
by the people who use them. They 


have done a great work for the educa- 
tion of this country, and there is every 
reason Why the artisans of Liverpool, 
Manchester, and Sheffield should have 
deep affection for the School Boards. 
lf the Bill is to be adopted in its 
present form, the School Boards are to 
go out of existence at the instance of 
the Municipal Council. They are to 
have no voice in the matter and the 
Municipal Council is to determine the 
question. Take the case of Bradford. For 
thirty years this town has been gaining 
experience in this matter, and it is to 
be wiped clean out of existence by a 
municipal authority. Surely these great 
bodies ought to have some voice upon 
the question of their own extinction, 
and surely there ought to be some 
Referendum in this matter. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR : I am surprised 
that the hon. Gentleman should take 
this line of argument, because it could 
not come into operation in such a case. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Although I desire 
the Bill to be thorough and go the whole 
distance, I do think you are entitled 
to appeal to the people. The Town 
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Council was not elected upon the 
question of the wiping out of the 


School Board, therefore, [ think it is fair 
to ask that the people of Bradford, for 
instance, “should have a voice in this 
particular matter. Supposing we say 
they have too many local authorities. 
Then there is a good intellectual reason 


for making the Municipal Council 
the authority. There is nothing sacred 
about the words ‘School Board.” 


Suppose Bradford says, “We want to 
consolidate and perfect our local 
government, and we want paramount 
authority for all purposes including 
education.” I think they are entitled 
to say that. But on the other hand if 
the people of Bradford say, ‘‘Our Town 
Council has too much to do with the 
material matters upon which it is 
engaged, and we think education of 
sufficient importance to call for a 
directly elected Education Board to take 
over all the work of education, and we 
desire to have a fully qualified School 
Board upon a broader basis, giving the 
co-ordination and the unification which 
the Kings Speech pledged to give us,” 
I think you ought to give the people of 
Bradford that option. If such a provi- 
sion can be introduced I shall take care 
that this option is given to the great 
oounty boroughs. 


London, I gather, is to be respited 
until next year; and for some reasons | 
am glad, because I think I see in thie 
London School Board a spirit which may 
ultimately bring us together and enable 
us to submit to the Government a 
scheme which should commend itself to 
the men and women of both parties. If 
that is the result it will be all to the 
good, but I cannot help pointing out 
that the voluntary schools cannot educate 
children like the board schools while 
they are going on in the present starved 
condition. The voluntary school problem 
is most acute in London. There is no 
part of the kingdom where the voluntary 
schools are in such a hopeless condition ; 
they are in a state of perpetual bank- 
ruptcy, their premises are old, and the 
apparatus unsuitable and antiquated. 
Under the London School Board we 
have acertificated teacher for every 
fifty-one children on the roll. In the 
London voluntary schools they have one 
certificated teacher for every 131 children. 
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I do not wish to give any further figures 
because it will be seen that this is a 
problem which requires attention. The 
London voluntary school system, starved 
as it is, has no possible means of being 
remedied for the next twelve months. I 
therefore express my regret that these 
schools cannot be tackled immediately. 
With regard to the religious question, 
I gather from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman that substantially this 
Bill does not propose to touch that 
question, and the Cowper-Temple clause 
remains as it is. Therefore, in the 
denominational schools denominational 
teaching will continue. 1 can see, how- 
ever, that we are in for a long acri- 
monious and acute controversy in this 
country because of the proposition laid 
down to rate-aid denominational schools. 
There can be no doubt about this if there 
is no modification of the character of the 
religious instruction. ‘There are half a 
dozen compromises which might be sug- 
gested in respect of the nature of the 
religious instruction. They have been 
made public, but the Government appears 
to have rejected them. ‘There will be 
one immediate result from this proposal. 
As the right hon. Gentleman explained 
there are 8,000 villages out ot 10,000 
which have only a Church school. Those 
Church schools are to be rate-aided, and 
the managers are to maintain only the 
fabric. The right hon. Gentleman ex- 
plained that if thirty people say they want 
something different from the religious 
instruction given in a particular school. 
all question of educational efficiency 
in a particular district by the 
Board. A new deficiency is set up : 
the whole practice of the Education 
Department disappears, and the new 


goes 


deficiency is a _ religious deficiency. 
These people can go to the local 


authority and have a new school built 
for themselves. 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, S8.): It 


must be an undenominational school 
if the local authorities build it. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Well, I have 


not seen the text of the Biil. 


Eart PERCY: Nor have I. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is the way 
the matter stands. Supposing there is 

Dr Macnamara, 
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only a Church school in a particular 
district. under limitations with which 


I need not now trouble the House, 
it will be possible for the local authority 
to build an undenominational school on 
the ground that it is more suitable to 
the district than the Church school. 
But if after the undenominational school 
is built and the experiment is unsuccess- 
ful they cannot disestablish the Church 
school, | mean, if the children still go 
to the Church school, the local authority 
cannot close the Church school. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I think | under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman. Suppose 
we have a Church school which would 
be aided by the rates. If thirty people 
say, “ We want something other than 
that,” the local authority would be 
appealed to to build a school which 
must be undenominational. But there 
is more. Thirty people belonging to 
some other denomination may, if they 
like, find the money to build a_ school 
for themselves. You may, therefore, 
have the spectacle of any number of 
entirely unnecessary schools being set 
up in the villages of this country. 


I think the 
until he 
3i1l before 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
hon. Member had better wait 
the limitations in the 
he condemns it absolutely. 


sees 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Certainly, but 
I am doing my best with the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman. I will, 
however, wait until I see the limitations. 
But I think the right hon. Gentleman 
himself referred to this danger of over- 
building in villages, and I believe it is 
a real danger. | can conceive, for 
instance, that Nonconformists, who hold 
their faith quite as keenly as members 
of other denominations, will, when they 
get a Church school or a Roman Catholic 
school aided out of the rates in a village 
largely inhabited by their own people, 
build another school of their own. | 
think that is a very likely contingensy. 
Or, they will do their best to get the 
local authority to build them an ur 
denominational school. That being 80. 


I contemplate with a great deal of 
regret the possibility of this building 
I should have 
kept the 


of all sorts of schools. 
thought we could have 
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children together in childhood, teaching 
them the creeds which unite rather than 
the creeds which disunite us, and that, 
[fear, will be the result of this scheme. 
Surely we could wait until after years 
for them to be separated by religious 
differences. 


| hope | have said no word which 
in any way embitters this controversy. 
|] have endeavoured to understand 
exactly what the right hon. Gentleman 
has said. I hope all I have said has 
tended towards the improvement of 
education, for the laying of a truly 
national basis, and not the keeping up 
of this stupid system of maintaining 
schools out of voluntary contributions. 
Jam much afraid we are in for a bitter 
religious controversy in connection with 
which it is very likely such a barren cloud 
will be raised that the child will be lost 
sight of. I make no appeal to sectarian or 


partisan politicians. [ appeal to the 
working classes themselves, whose 
children will use the schools. I hope 


they will not be led away to the right or 
to the left by one or other of those 
parties to the present controversy. [| 
hope they will press on relentlessly for 
the attainment of the goal—that is, that 
the State or the locality, whether under 
this Bill or in some other way, this year 
or next, should make some provision, 
and should institute the fullest, freest, 


and most generous facilities for the 
children no matter how humble their 


extraction may be, so that the only limit 
which may be put to their education 
shall he the limit which it has pleased 
God Almighty to put to their capacities. 


*(6.50.) Earn PERCY: I think we 
must all agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 


tion that it is exceedingly difficult to 

criticise with real efficiency the details 

of the Bill which has been brought in at 

such short notice on so complicated a 

subject, and a measure of which we have 

not yet a printed copy in our hands. On | 
the other hand, the complete mastery of 

the most difficult and complicated subject 

with which we have had to deal for many 

years, shown by the right hon. Gentle- 

man the First Lord of the Treasury, and | 
his power of lucid exposition, have 
considerably facilitated the task of 
appreciating the main outlines of the 
Government proposals. 
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There is no doubt this Bill is a most 
revolutionary measure. It turns the 
whole of our national system of education, 
I will not say topsy-turvy, but, at any 
rate, it completely re-models it. At the 
same time, I believe that, on the whole, 
it will certainly contribute to efficiency, 
and in two ways—one negative, and the 
other positive : positively, because it will 
re-model in the right direction the finance 
and the administration of education as it 
exists at the present time, and negatively, 
because it will remove that impediment 
to which the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell has referred—an impediment 
which I believe is far more acutely felt in 
Parliament than in the country, but 
which he clearly anticipates will be raised 
(although I hope he will not prove a true 
prophet in that respect) in the future 
course of these debates—I mean the 
religious controversy. The proposals of 
the Government will have this negative 
adyantage-—that if they are carried they 
will take the religious controversy out of 
the question altogether. 


Most people who have considered this 
question will admit that the main 
deficiencies of the present system are 
want of financial resources, and, at the 
same time, with all respect to the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, a want of 
adequate financial control; and in the 
second place an unnecessary multipl ca- 
tion and confusion of different authorities ; 
and, as a practical result of that, a lack 
of concentrated aim and method through- 
out the whole of the educational adminis- 
tration. The merits or demerits of a Bill 
of this kind must be judged entirely—or, 
at any rate, mainly—the effect which it 
will have in removing or modifying these 
evils. 

I will take, first of all, the question of 
finance. [remember a very able speech of 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell last 
year, criticising the first Bill which the 
Government introduced, and subsequently 
dropped, in which he said that the Bill 
would stand or fall according to the 
adequacy or inadequacy of its financial 
provisions. I think the same is true of this 
Bill So far as elementary education is 
concerned, it cannot be denied that the 
provision of this Bill, at all events, is 
There is no limit whatever 
placed on the rates for elementary 
education ; and, therefore, no voluntary 


school which proves that it comes up to 
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a recognised standard of efficiency can 
possibly run the danger of extinction. 
If this Bill contained no other provision 
than that, I think it would justify its 
claim to be considered a great measure 
of reform. I entirely agree with the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell, who 
spoke in a most liberal-minded way 
about voluntary schools, that it is a 
perfect scandal that you should have a 
state of things, which, during the past 
few months has led to the surrender 
or extinction of no less than ten 
schools in North London alone, in 
spite of the inspector's report that 
those schools were not only as efficient 
as before, but were doing better work 
than ever. So much for the financial 
provision of the Bill as regards elemen- 
tary education. I now come to the 
financial provision as regards secondary 
education. I did not quite understand 
from the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it was so, but I imagine the Bill contains 
the same provision as the Bill of last 
year with regard to the technical educa- 
tion money, and the “ whiskey money” 
as it is called—that both those funds 
should be set free to be used for the 
purpose of higher education generally, 
according as the local authority may 
determine. That, J think, will be 
admitted by all educational reformers to 
be a distinct step in advance. Then the 
Bill makes this further provision. It 
raises the rate which may be raised for 
higher education from 1d. to 2d. in the 
pound. The hon. Member for North Cam- 
berwell,if | understand him rightly,thinks 
there ought to be no limit at all placed 
on the rates, or, at any rate, that it 
—_ to be placed at a much higher 
leve . 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I suggested 
there should he no limit so long as the 
ratepayers desired to spend the money. 


*EarL PERCY: That is what I meant 
by there being no Parliamentary limit 
placed on the rate which may be raised. 
I entirely and fundamentally join issue 
with the hon. Member. In the first | 
place, this limit of 2d. in the pound is the 
limit recommended by the Royal Com- 
mission. That body expressly abstained 
from recommending any further increase 
at present, and it is quite clear why, 

Burl Perey. 
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they did so. They believed it was quite 
impossible to make any very large 
demand on the rates all over the country, 
and when that demand was made it 
ought to be accompanied by a Treasury 


&99 


grant. They incidentally mentioned 
that when that Treasury grant wag 


given it ought to be conditionally on 
the exercise of their rating powers by 
the local authorities to the extent by 
which a rate of 3d. in the pound would 
equal the amount given by the Imperial 
They held that if you gave 
a Treasury grant, without demanding 
any corresponding effort from the rate- 
payers, you would merely encourage 
extravagance, while, on the other hand, 
if you leit the whole of the money to be 
provided out of the rates without meeting 
them in any degree by aid from the 
Exchequer, you would be imposing a 
totally unnecessary burden. and one 
very hardly to be borne, upon certain 
localities. 


But, apart altogether from the find 
ings of the Royal Commission, | 
think the Government have done very 
wisely in not pressing beyond the limit 
of 2d. in the pound, because nothing can 
be more pernicious for the future work- 
ing of a Bill like this, or more deleterious 
to the interests of education generally, 
than that this new authority should, at 
the very outset, excite the hostility of the 
ratepayers by embarking on extravagant 
expenditure, before it has or possibly 
could have had time to look round 
it to see where the money ought to 
be spent and where it could be laid out 
to the best advantage. On the other 
hand, everyone knows that a higher rate 
would be needed to supply education in 
towns than would be necessary in the 
country. I should think a rate of 2d. 
in the pound in the country would be 
probably amply sufficient at present. 
So far as towns are concerned, as the 
right hon. Gentleman has told us, they 
will always have the power to go to the 
Local Government Board andask for their 
sanction in order to raise the rating limit. 
Considering the enormous indebtedness 
of municipalities at the present moment, 
I think it is only reasonable that, m 


giving localities the power of placing ® 


large new burden on the rates, you 
should give some power of check and 
control to the Loeal Government Board. 
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Then 1 want to make one remark with 
regard to a subject which has not yet 
been raised, viz., the question of endow- 
ments. If the local authority is really 
to havea free hand it ought to have 
some power, such as was recommended 
by the Royal Commission—subject, of 
course, to any sateguards that may be 
necessary — ot dealing with endow- 
ments. The right hon. Gentleman will 
remember that in their report the 
Koval Commission calculated that if their 
recommendations were accepted—and the 
Government have acted on the majority 
of their recommendations—there would 
be available for purposes of higher edu- 
cation generally the sum of £2,863,000. 
Everybody will admit that, at all events 
to begin with, that is a sufficient sum 
ior the work of organisation and ad- 
ministration. That sum was to come 
trom various sources: £748,000 
trom Customs and Excise ; £1,280,000 
trom the Technical Instruction rate of 
2d. in the £, supposing that rate to be 
levied equally over the whole country ; 
leaving £800,000 derived from endow- 
ments alone. £735,000 consisted of en- 
dowments now applicable to secondary 
education, and subject to the Endowed 
Schools Act, and there were £100,000 
now applied to elementary education, a 
part of which might and ought to be 
made available for purposes of secondary 
education. They calculated that if that 
£800,000, derived from endowments 
alone, were available for purposes of 
higher education, you could give every 
child in England and Wales higher 
education at the rate of 7d. or 8d. per 
head—that is, 3d. more than is spent in 
the Principality of Wales. I think some 
provision ought to be made by which 
these endowments or local funds, which 
ire, toa certain extent, being unprofit- 
ibly used now, without due regard to 
the requirements of the neighbouring 
localities, could be dealt with by the local 
authorities, subject to the requisite 
safeguards, 


these 


Before I leave that subject, perhaps I 
may venture to express the hope that 
when these new local authorities are 
being formed the Education Department 
will use all the influence it can exert to 
persuade as many of these county areas 
to combine as possible, for this reason. 
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If you are going to give these authori- 
ties power to deal with endowments, 
and you will certainly have to give them 
that power sooner or later, it is advisable 
to have the area as large as possible, so 
that the local authority may not be open 
to the charge of undue favouritism or 
partisanship. 

Then I come to the question of the new 
authority. That new authority has not 
been very seriously attacked tonight. 
During the last few months there has 
been a most encouraging approach to 
unanimity on this point. I remember 
reading the other day a pamphlet, I think 
by the hon. Member tor West Nottingham, 
with which a great many on this side of the 
House could entirely agree, and [ rather 
regret that the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell. in his speech this evening, 
should have even distantly hinted that an 
accusation might be brought against this 
Bill that the Government were setting up 
an irresponsible authority for the endow- 
ment of sectarian education. Really, such 
charges as that are somewhat absurd in 
themselves. because they are not justified 
by the facts, and they are also absurd 
because the people who make them never 
suggest any practical alternative. The 
right hon. Gentleman himself has shown 
us tonight that an «/ hoc authority, how- 
ever much we might desireit on abstract 
grounds, is really impossible. How 
anyone could desire it on educational 
grounds, I cannot imagine. ‘Toset up a 
new authority, to increase the number of 
conflicting local authorities, to increase 
the number of over-lapping areas, seems 
to me to aggravate the very evils we are 
most anxious to remedy. In that I hope 
we shall have the support of the hon. 
Member for Haddingtonshire, whose 
exceedingly interesting article in the 
Monthly Review I read a short time ago. 
I think he will support me in saying 


that no one who has studied foreign 
systems, and certainly no one who 


is always holding up to our admira 
tion the German system, could for 
a moment support the idea of an ad hu 
or directly elected authority. The funda- 
mental characteristic of the German 
system is that it is not only not directly 
elected, but that it is three times removed 
from the electoral body. The School 
Deputation, consisting of thirty-two 
members the authority which directly 
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controls the schools, is itself indirectly 
elected by the Magistrut, which consists of 
thirty members. Half of that body of 
thirty members, the Mugistrat—that 


is to say, a larger proportion than 
that proposed in the Government Bill 
—are nominees, experts; and _ that 
Mogistrat itself is appointed by the 


Versammlung, which is elected by man- 
hood suffrage. Nothing could ‘be less 
approximate to our idea of a directly 
elected, or w/ hor, body than that. And | 
may add that the Magistrat itself, which 
appoints the School Deputation, is, 
as in France, not merely the authority 
tor education, but is the authority for 
all municipal purposes. As to the 
School Boards, everybody admits that 
you cannot make the School Boards the 
authorities under a Bill of this kind. 
They do not cover more than one-third of 
thearea ; they educate only about one-half 
the children, and, whether we like them 
or not—and even those most opposed to 
School Boards admit the magnificent 
work they have done in many parts of 
the country—no one can help recognising 
that, as a matter of fact, owing to 
unfortunate incidents of the past, and 
the religious controversy which has 
dominated the School Board elections, 
you could not get the mass of the people 
of the country to placeany confidence in 
the impartiality of these bodies. The 
only alternative is the county authority. 
It may have been elected in the past for 
political reasons, but it has never been 
elected on religious grounds. It has 
managed the work it has had to do in 
connection with technical education in 
the most admirable manner, and there is 
this great advantage which the county 
authority has over any other that you 
can devise—certainly over the School 
Board, that its rate is a general rate levied 
over the whole area and not a rate con- 
fined to some particular districts or 
unions. | agree with the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell and the hon. Member 
for Cambridge University that the 
optional clause is really unworkable, for 
the reason the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell gave. It would defeat one 
of the chief objects of this Bill, that in 
the future within the county area every 
person should contribute—I will not say 
their proper share, but, at all events, a 
Earl Percy. 
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share tothe cymmon burden of educa- 
tion, instead of, as at the present moment, 
some paying twice over, once in rates and 
once in subscriptions, and others escaping 
entirely scot free. 

Then we are told that if this body is 
to be indirectly elected, the electors will 
have no control over either its finance or 
its policy. The very reverse is the case. 
There is nocontrol over finance or policy 
at present. It is quite true the Schoo! 
Board is directly elected, but everyone 
knows that the elections are liable to be 
turned by the votes of people who do not 
contribute to the rates, or who, at any 
rate, do not know that they contribute to 
the rates, and who have no knowledge of 
what educational efficiency really means. 
That is one of the reasons why many 
people who do pay and who do know 
what is required, stay away. But, quite 
apart from that, the bulk of the 
electors of the School Board very rarely 
have a fair issue placed before them ; 
they certainly do not have a fair issue 
on the question of expenditure or 
economy; it is always mixed up with 
the religious controversy. In future the 
electors will have the same control over 
the new authority, through the County 
Council, which Parliament has over 
the Education Department; and the 
religious controversy will be disposed of 
once for all. 


I hope I am not detaining the 
House too long. I think no one will 


deny that, from the educational stand- 
point at all events, this getting rid of 
the religious controversy is an enormous 
blessing. The only question is whether 
the settlement which the Government 
propose is or is not a fair one. From 
the parents point of view, | can hardly 
imagine any question about it, Surely, 
compared with the present system, 
under which, as the right hon, Gentle 
man explained, a Roman Catholic child 
may be compelled to go to a Church 
of England school, or a Church of 
England or a Noncontormist child to 
a Roman Catholic school—surely you 
cannot say that, in a system like that, 
whether or not you have the conscience 
clause, you have the same guarantee 
against proselytism or for respecting the 
religious convictions of the parents 
themselves, as you will have under the 
present Bill, when parents of every 
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denomination who can show a reason- 
able demand for it, that is to say, a 
reasonable number of children to take 


advantage of it (and the judge of the! 


reasonableness of the demand will be an 
independent and impartial authority, 
who will judge from the demands and 
the wishes of the parents, not from 


the views of managers), will be able to} 


build their own school, and from this 
point onwards be relieved of the whole 
cost of maintenance. 

Then there is the point of view of 
the taxpayer. Does he get sufficient 
security ? The hon. Member for North 
Camberwell talks of our raising a storm of 
controversy because, for the first time, 
we are asking the ratepayers to sub- 


scribe to religious education. We are 
doing nothing of the kind. We are 
no more asking the ratepayer under 


this Bill to subscribe and pay for reli 
gious education, than under the present 


system we are asking that the 
taxpayer shall pay for and support 
religious education in voluntary 


schools. The two cases stand on precise- 
ly the same ground. There is no more 
justification for this assertion in the one 
ease than in the other. The money will 
be spent only on increasing the etticiency 
of education, and only onthe secular side 
of education. 

it may be said, and I think justly, that 
to give this local authority the right of 
only one-third ot the representation on the 
Managing Committees of these schools, 
which are supported out of public rates, 
8 not to give them any effective control 
over the expenditure or policy. |Oppos- 
ition cheers.] | thought I should hear 
those cheers. I quite admit it. I do not 
think it gives them any _ control 
at all, and I really do not see 
why the provision was put in. It 
is absolutely unnecessary. The local 
authority, as it is, will get a far greater 
hold of the schools anda far more ab- 
solute control, thanany minority or even 
Majority representation could give it, by 
the mere power of the purse-strings 
the fact that it can absolutely refuse, 
subject, of course, to an appeal to the 
Department to give a single shilling of 
public aid toa voluntary school which 
does not submit to its own ideas, of what 
ls necessary for efficiency. No; if 
there is any ground of complaint, the 
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|complaint ought to come not from the 
| ratepayers, but rather from the volun- 
tary schouls. [| do not complain, and I 
think the voluntary schoois will be very 
well advised to accept it. 1 have no 
such fear about admitting the represen- 
tation of the local authorities, for 1 do 
not believe the most of them share the 
tendency exhibited by some hon. Mem- 
bers to ride rough-shod over other 
people’s religious prejudices and convic- 
tions. Butif we are to examine the 
mere question of grievance, the taxpayer, 
at all events, gets the same security as 
he does now, and the ratepayer not only 
gets the same security as the taxpayer 
does now but he gets a double security, 
because he gets the control of the Treasury 
and the control of the County Council. 
What happens to the voluntary schools? 
Every school, whether it accepts this 
rate-aid or not, whether it wishes to 
come under the scheme of the Bill or 
not—beeause there is no option given to 
the voluntary schools; the option is 
only given to the local authority —but 
whatever the voluntary school wishes or 


does not wish, it is bound to ac- 
cept on its Managing Committee 
representatives of the local author- 
ity which has not built the 
school, and it is dependent on the 


good will of that local authority for 
every shilling of its money, not only of 
the rates, but also of the taxes, which 
hitherto it has received from the 
Treasury, without any interference 
from another body. 


Well, Sir, I have dealt with the main 
outlines of the Bill, and have tried, so tar 
as | am abie, to pronounce my blessing on 
it, but I should like to say one or two 
words, not by way of cursing, but by way 
of mild criticism, rather on what the 
Bill tas left undone than what it has 
done. Within the county area every- 
body will have to bear a fair share of the 
burden of national expenditure ; that is 
quite true, but it is not true as between 
county and county. As _ between 
county and county the rate will vary 
enormously, according to the number 
of children to be educated, the 
amount of endowments available, 
and the ratable value and 
ment. In other words, the burden 
will remain a local 
national burden—the 


assess- 


of edueation 
instead of a 
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individual taxpayer will not be taxed 
according to his ability to pay. But 
what is more serious from the educa- 
tional point of view is that the efficiency 
of the schools in the various counties of 
England will still depend on the poverty or 
wealth of the particular neighbourhood 
in which they happen to be situated. I 
think, though the grievance which now 
exists will not be intensified, it will be 
rendered more apparent by the operation 
ot this Bill, because in one county that 
is bearing a heavy burden of rates the 
schools may be less efficient than those 
in the neighbouring county which is 
bearing a burden of the rates. 
That is a situation that the Government 
sooner or later will with. 


lesser 


have to deal 

Now | want to say one word in conclu- 
sion with regard to the effect of this 
scheme on the general efficiency of the 
national scheme of education. | think 
this efficiency will depend partly on 
economy, partly on unity of aim in the 
administration. | very much doubt 
whether this Bill does provide—perhaps 


no Bill of this kind can provide 

an adequate safeguard in this 
respect. As regards the needs of 
its own area, considered by itself, | 


daresay the eounty authority can be 
trusted not to spend money extravagantly, 
but as between county and county 
there is no such sateguard, because in 


every county you will have a great out- 
burst of local patriotism. Every county 


will want to have its own system as 
perfect as possible without regard 
to the systems of the neighbouring 


counties, and, instead of having one 


great national ladder leading from the 
proverbial gutter to the proverbial 
university, you will have a number 


of stunted ladders leading only to the 
lower storeys. The other danger is that 
the thirst for popularity may tempt some 
of these county authorities, if they can 
do it, to spend the additional funds at 
their disposal not in giving a real, good, 
sound the minority of 
the children who are really worth it and 
can profit by it, but in providing free 
ot charge a cheap, shoddy, and useless 
form of education for every child in the 
country. If that is done, it will be 
a disaster to national education. 


education to 


Earl Percy. 
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(7.20.) Mr. HALDANE (Haddington- 
shire): | am not so sure as the noble Lord 
who has just spoken in so interesting a 
fashion that the religious controversy 
will be wholly allayed by the Biil, but in 
this I agree with him, that it is deeply to. 
be desired that it should be minimised, 
and as far as possible obliterated. What 
we want above all is efficiency in our 
education and the raising of the standard, 
If that end were attained I think a great 
deal of the controversy which ranges 
round national education would be got 
rid of. While the new authority is to 
have control of the purse, it is by no 
means clear to what extent it will be 
able to exercise its control in an efficient 
fashion over all schools. The denomina- 
tional schools will have managers, and of 
these only one-third will be appointed 
from outside. It is quite obvious that 
the managers will be important persons, 
and the loca! body will not be able to 
exercise that minute control and super- 
vision which is requisite to ensure a high 
standard of efficiency. I agree that if 
the level of the school is raised to 
what it ought to be, we should get 
rid of nearly three-fourths of the con- 
troversy. | have never been an objector 
to this denominational education. | 
would rather see education more secular 
than it is in this country, but | am 
aware of the temperament of the people, 
and that being so we must deal with 
things as we find them. I am not sure 
whether the control over the training of 
the teachers without other arrangements 
for the provision of a sufficient standard 
among the teachers will prove adequate 
to satisfy the ends we all have in view. 
However that may be, while opinion on 
some points must be reserved until we 
have seen the text of the Bill. there is 
one thing on which the First Lord of 
the Treasury may congratulate himself, 
and that is on the way in which his 
scheme as a whole has been received. 

Without going into the details of the 
scheme, which we cannot consider until 
we have seen the Bill, two things are 
obvious. The right hon. Gentleman has 
interested the House very much by the 
proposals he has put forward, and he has 
made us all feel that his proposals have 
two new elements in them. In the first 
place they are large proposals; it is 4 
large scheme. In the second place, it is 
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a scheme -showing earnestness in the 
endeavour to co-ordinate the whole of our 
education in a fashion of which hit hertowe 
have had no examplein this country. The 
right hon. Gentleman has laid stress on 
the absolute necessity of co-ordinating 
the whole of the education of the 
country, the primary, secondary and) 
tertiary, which is the only course to) 
adopt if we are to get anything like a/ 
complete system. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman has taken a wise course in 
trying to make use of the Local Govern- 
ment institutions of this country. I 
agree that the last thing to be desired is 
totry and imitate foreign countries, |ut 
by all means learn from foreign countries. 
lagree that it is advisable to take the 
Local Government machinery, and, so far 
as possible, to provide for the institution 
of a new body, «/ hoe, 









glad 
ities 
is of 
and 
take 


The right hon. Gentleman, | was 
to see, has introduced the Univers 
into the scheme. ‘To my mind that 
great importance. From America 
Germany we may learn how to 
the best brains of the country and 
permeate the country with them. The 
University is the dominant feature of 
the education of those countries. They 
work downwards. We have never 
sought to connect our parts of education, | 
but have left a position of dry isolation 
between them. I do not wholly appre- 
ciate the extent to which the permeating | 
influence of the Universities is to come 





in. If I understand the scheme aright, | 
the permeating influence of the Uni- 
versities is to come in among the nomi- 
nated members to the new local Com- 
mittees. 
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advanced. 
mous, and the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot cover the whole field of education, 
but I am not sure that the Bill will to 
any great extent carry out the end 
making the University element in 
large measure permeate our system 
education. 


forward that at last there is 
of new views on the controlling authority. 
We are all aware of the deficiencies of 
the small school. 
both sides that the time has come for 
the supersession of the small School 


/upon this point. 
sure he is right, but I think Isee a great 
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As it is, the scheme is enor- 


of 
a 
of 


Undoubtedly, it is a great step 


a chance 


We are all agreed on 


Board. What we insist upon is that the 


authority which takes the place of the 
small 
authority as popular and as much in the 
interests of the community as a whole. 


School Board, should be an 


It may be that these local Committees, 
which the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to substitute for the existing bodies, are 
the bodies most fitted todo the work. I 
notice in the course of the discussion 


which has taken place upon this Bill 


that the criticism has fastened upon one 


point. The righthon.Gentleman has made 
his scheme permissive so far as regards 
the adoption of the elementary part of the 
machinery which he proposes to establish, 
and that proposal has been assailed with 
rather fierce criticism from both sides of 
the House. The hon. Member for 
Cambridge University, in a very eloquent 


| speech, criticised this matter. and it was 


also attacked by the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell. I feel a good deal of 
sympathy with the right hon. Gentleman 
I do not say that I am 


difficulty which he had to avoid in 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Where possible. 


Mr. HALDANE: That, doubtless, is 
the only way the Universities could be 
got under this Bill, although I almost 
think we are ripe for something more 
than that. It is important that these 
authorities for secondary as well as 
primary education should be animated 
by some common policy. If it were 
possible to divide the whole country into 
educational districts, making use of such 
University provision as exists as the 
centres of each district, the permeation 
of the secondary and primary education 





with the University influence would be 





attempting to steer clear of these objec- 
| tions. 


In the great towns of the North 
of England the School Boards are very 
valuable bodies, where generations of 
experts have grown up and been trained. 
This permissive plan will enable these 
towns to be saved. It may be said that 
permission is given not to the School 
Boards, but to the local authority. But 
the local authority will be amenable to 
public opinion in matters of that kind. 
If, by means of this permissive system, 
the change in those great northern 
boroughs like Leeds, where the School 
Board work has been magnificent, can 
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be made a gradual one, and the harsh- 
ness of the new machinery in that way 
avoided, I feel that some good will be 
done. This may be possible, and I am 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman will be 
very willing to listen to suggestions for 
modifying this proposal. It may be 
possible that some means may be found 
by which the option of not extinguish- 
ing these bodies may be given for the 
places where this is needed. I agree 
with many hon. Members who have 
insisted that in the rural districts it is 
highly expedient that you should put a 
premium on the people who have an 
interest in nut voting for the adoption 
of this new system in order to save them 
from the liability of contributing to the 
new rates. Weean best discuss that at 
a later stage, and | refer to it now, only 
because I thought I saw the difficulty 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
been wisely attempting to avoid in 
making the permissive exception. 


There have been two or three matters 
brought up which [ think are of great 
importance, but there are others to 
which the same amount of attention has 
not been drawn. We are dealing here, 
of course, with the machinery of the 
Bill, and I hope the House will realise 
that valuable as the machinery is it is 
only half the problem of education. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in taking the 
local government institutions which are 
developed in this country to a much 
higher extent than abroad, is only fel- 
lowing the course which is undoubtedly 
the wisest one he could adopt. These 
local bodies have had great business 
training, and this is the proud possession 
of those who are interested in local 
affairs. They are not instructive bodies, 
and this Bill does not lay down any 
national policy for these bodies. One 
feels that if national education is to be 
made efficient there must be some means 
of bringing to bear upon these bodies 
at least, some inducement to adopt some- 
thing like a common policy of education. 
Allusion has been made to the great 
commercial problem which is ahead of 
us, and at all events this is an impor- 


tant element which we cannot afford to | 
make less. On the other hand we ought | 
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successfully abroad, and that is we should 
co-ordinate the three systems of educa. 
tion, the tertiary, the secondary, and the 
primary, and also provide on the other 
hand for the double aim of culture on 
one side and the application of knoyw- 
ledge to industries on the other. That 
has been successfully done in Germany, 
There, in the primary schools, all subjects 
are pursued together, but when you get 
to secondary education you either go 
into the Gymnasien, or you go into 
schools where there is no Latin taught, 
and lay yourself out for ending your 
career in a tertiary institution. We have 
no provision for the double aim in this 
country, or for the co-ordination of the 
two classes. I am glad to see that in 
the most modern University which is 
associated so much with the name of the 
right hon. Baronet opposite---the Uni- 
versity of Birmingham — one of the 
great features they have taken in hand 
there is the training of teachers with a 
view to the application of knowledge to 
industry in this fashion, and no doubt 
in the more modern places it will be 
possible to do something to inculcate this 
principle. 

Where this scheme is defective is, that 
it makes no provision for bodies like the 
University of Birmingham coming in and 
giving the necessary guidance and 
stimulus for making provision for the two 
kinds of education. That will come by 
degrees, no doubt. but I cannot help feel- 
ing that there is a little lopsidedness about 
the scheme of the right hon. Gentleman 
in so far as he takes the local govern- 
ment authority untrained and not like 
the old School Boards, and without any 
superior authority in the district to which 
they can look for light and guidance. 
To some extent the right hon. Gentle 
man hopes to remedy that by nominated 
Members. Much will depend upon the 
class of people you can get, and to that 
we must look as the only means of filling 
the gap to which I have alluded. The 
scheme, as a whole, certainly is a great 
advance upon anything we have had up 
to this time in educational development. 
Whatever criticism this Bill becomes sub- 
ject to, this, at least, is to be said of it, 
that it marks a step up, and the recognr 


not to lower our standards of culture, | tion by this House of the fact that we 
and for that purpose it is necessary that | have got to a stage when the problem 


we should do what 


Mr. Haldane, 


has been done of education is no longer a problem of 
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primary education or the dealing with 
secondary education in the fragmentary 
fashion which we have been familiar with 
up to this time. We have now come to 
realise that we must take this step for- 
ward if our efficiency as a nation is to be 
maintained. Whatever it may turn out 
in detail the scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman has this feature upon it that 
it recognises the necessity of co-ordinat- 
ing education from top to bottom, and 
puts before the country a practical pro- 
posal towards that end. When we are 
in a position to discuss its details we shall 
be able to judge how far that object is 
attained by this Bill, but speaking for 
myself I say there is enough in the 
scheme to make me feel well disposed 
towards it, and I am glad that sucha 
step has been taken towards an end 
which is of great national importance. 


(7.42.) Str WILLIAM ANSON (Ox 
ford University): It is difficult and 
not very useful to attempt to criticise 
in detail the provisions of a large, far- 
reaching, and complicated measure, 
without seeing itin print. And for the 
same reason it may be rash to express 
general approval or disapproval with- 
out reservation. But it may not! 
be improper to point out those features 
of the measure which strike me 
being of special value, and others 
about which I confess that | entertain 
some doubts which I hope may be dis- 
pelled. The Bill carries this great merit 
with it so far as we have heard the dis- 
cussion, that hardly anyone has spoken of 
the Bill otherwise than asa great attempt 
at co-ordinating elementary and higher 
education, and also an attempt to bring 
technical and secondary education to- 
gether, so that thetechnicaleducation soad- 
mirably given by the municipal authorities 
shall be brought within the humanisingin- 
fluences of genuine secondary education. 
The Bill also makes an attempt, so far as 
I can see, to meet the great religious 
difficulty which has so long haunted our 
system of elementary education. 


as 


Let me mention the points which, 
I think, are of importance. The Bill 
is full of options. The Urban 
District Councils and Municipal 


Boroughs are to have the option of taking 
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not, what becomes of the authority? If 
the county authority does not take over 
elementary education, and the urban 
authority refuses to take it over, then 
the whole scheme of co-ordination falls to 
the ground, and the great obj-ct of the 


Bill will be frustrated. If the urban 
authorities conseni to take it over, 
well and good. and if the county 
authority does it, well and good; 
but if neither takes it over, the whole 


thing is gone. I may say that if the 
urban authorities do take it over, I do 
not share the anxiety which is expressed 
on behalf of the great School Boards. I 
do not wish fora moment to depreciate 
the work the School Boards have done ; 
but those who lament their disappear- 
ance seem to suppose that, with the 
Boards, all those who had composed them, 
with alltheir experience, would pass out 
of existence. As I understand the 
scheme, the School Boards will reappear in 
another form. The persons who have 
served on them will be either the 
Educational Committees of the Urban 
Councils, or they will be employed 
in one way or another to give 
the municipalities the benefit of their 
experience. I cannot, therefore, think 
that the great anxiety expressed so 
freely on the opposite side of the House 
is justified by any of the features of 
the Bill. But, to eturn to the optional 
character of the scheme as_ regards 
elementary education. Are the County 
Councils to spend the next year 
or so, not in doing their proper business 
of attending to roads and bridges and the 
like, but in considering whether they 
will or will not avail themselves of the 
option? Are County Council elections to 
turn on the adoption of the Bill? I 
think that would be unfortunate. 
But this is not a matter that should 
be left to the choice of the County 
Councils. There are two topics of 
the gravest and most far-reaching 
character involved in this decision. 
T: ere is, first of all, the question whether 
the voluntary schools are or are not to 
be aided out of the rates, subject, of 
course, to propercontrol. We have heard 
of the amount which would be involved 
in this supersession. It is said that to 
provide the schoo! accommodation now 


over elementary education. If they avail | provided by the voluntary schools would 


themselves of this, well and good, but if cost the country £25,000,000, 


Then 








907 Education 
there is the great scheme which is 
the main feature of the Bill — the 


co-ordination of the different branches 
of our education. It ought not to 
be left to a County Council, however 
able, efficient, earnest, or energetic, to 
decide these questions. They are matters 
which the Government and Parliament 
should settle once andfor all. And they 
may be settled the more readily because 
I believe that the local authorities will 
undertake, willingly and loyally, the 
work which is given to them to do, though 
they may not be willing to undertake 
work in which they are given an option 
to take it or refuse it. I would not give 
the option, for | am sure that they can 
undertake the work,and that they would 
do it well. That isa matter of great 
anxiety, which has been expressed by 
every speaker, as regards the value of this 
Bill to the country if it is passed in its 
present form. 


There is another point, as to which 
I hope that when | see the Bill I shall 


be a little more satisfied. I mean the 
question of religious education. [ desire 


to insist strenuously that by religious 
teaching I do not mean clerical control. 
Whether the clericalcontrol of the Anglican 
priest or that of the Nonconformist min- 
ister, | do not wish to see it exercised in 
our elementary schools. But I do feel 
that religious teaching is a matter of the 
gravest importance to the country, not 
only because of its effect on character 


—a subject too large to be dealt with | 


now—but on the ground of justice 
to the parents. On the question of the 
effect of religious teaching on the charac- 
ter I will not touch. Much may be 
said for it, and much may be said on 
the other side. Itis a very great question, 
and one which I would rather leave 
alone at present, but it appears to me 
that if the State takes a child from the 
parent during his best waking hours, 
and takes over education to be adminis- 
tered by itself, the parent may justly 
demand that during some portion of that 
time the child should receive the religious 
teaching which the parent desires, in 
order to bring him up in the religious 
faith of the parent. I understand the 
scheme of the Bill is that every child 
will get the religious teaching the parent 
desires if there are enough parents to 
_ justify the building of a school. The 


Sir William Anson. 
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school will then be built at the expense of 
those parents who desire it, and it wil] 
be maintained at the expense of the rate- 
payers generally. That does not seem 
to me to meet the case of the individyal. 
though it may meet the case of a group, 











It is not every child who wil 
get the religious teaching that the 
parent would wish. It is only those 


whose parents are numerous enough and 
wealthy enough to build a_ school to 
whom it can be given. That does not 
seem to me to be a wholly satisfactory 
solution of the religious difficulty. I am 
not prepared myself to propound a better 
scheme, but it should be borne in mind 
that this is not a final solution, though 
it is an improvement on the present con- 
dition of things in respect of denomin- 
ational teaching. 


As regards the control of denominational 
schools, 1 cannot help thinking, as has 
been said by one of the speakers on 
this side of the House, that the one-third 
representation of the local authority on 
the board of management is not nearly 
so efficient, if indeed it has any effect at 
all, as the control which tie local av- 
thority possesses over the purse. If a 
school is an inefficient school, then, de- 
nominational or not, the local authority 
will cease to support it ; if it is an efficient 
school, then, denominational or not. there 





is no reason why it should be closed. 
The whole future of the school will 
depend on its efficiency, and that is the 
proper test as to continuing it or not. 
There is one small point on which | 
desire to say a few words. I daresay 
when the Bill is in print I shall be able 
to see whether I approve of what is 
proposed or not. The new local authority 
for secondary education will inevitably, 
if it is energetic and ambitious, start 
schools of its own. There was an admirable 
sentiment—hardly, I thought, suited to 
the text of an Act of Parliament—in the 
Bill of 1896, that the new authority should 
be not to supplant but to supplement 
the existing educational needs. I think 
there may be difficulties where old-esta- 
blished schools find themselves exposed 
to the rivalry of the new Municipal or 
County Council school; and I think 
there ought to be some means of bring- 
ing such cases before the Board of Educa- 
tion, not so as to overburden the Board 
with an appellate jurisdiction, which is 
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not to be desired, but so as to ensure 
that there is not unfair competition, and 
that old schools are not ill-treated and 
run down by the new local education 
authority. The right of appeal existed 
in the Bill of 1896, and it did not appear 
in the Bill of last year. It is a matter 
which I think deserves the consideration 
of the Government. 


I hope that such faults as have been 
found in the Bill may either be removed 
during its passage through the House, or 
that they may prove to be less when we see 
the Bill than we conceive them to be 
from the description given to us. For my 
part, I congratulate the Government on 
having dealt with a great subject in a 
bold and comprehensive manner. 








*(7.55.) Mr. COMPTON RICKETT 
(Scarborough): I am sorry that | cannot 
join in the chorus of congratulation with 
which the Bill has been saluted, to some 
extent, from both sides of the House. 
Some of us had hoped to find a Bill which 
would have provided a national system of 
education, one which would have delivered 
education from the blight of the religious 
difficulty, which really is the crux of the 
whole position, and which has caused 
Bill after Bill to be brought forward only 
to be abandoned. Instead of finding a 
reconciliation of this difficulty in with- 
drawing as far as possible religious 
controversies from the range of education, 
weare invited to increase the difficulty 
and to render those sectional differences 
more acute and more minute by establish- 
ing as many schools as we like, draw- 
ing upon the public funds for the purpose 
of maintaining them. Such a waste of 
power seems to be deplorable on public 
grounds. Where there are thirty children 
or more whose parents require a school 
there will certainly be established more 
sxhools than are necessary. [An How. 
Member : No.] If in some parishes where 
there is one large school sufficient for all 
the children, and there is a large num- 
ber of Nonconformists desiring a separ- 
ate school, it can be shown that acon- 
siderable number desire a separate school, 
the education authority will be willing to 
entertain the claim. If that were not so, 





then the permission to establish other 
schools seems rather a visionary provision. 
If other schools are established there must 
bea great deal of competition for the 
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a 

|children. It must be remembered that 
'the great desire shown to maintain the 
voluntary Church schools has a real fact 
at the back of it. It is not a mere 
difference of opinion; not that certain 
principles which are common to us all 
are expressed in a different way. It is 
considered by the Church of England a 
priceless advantage to control the educa- 
tion of the children of this country, and 
she has been willing to make persona! 
sacrifice in order to effect that result. 
She admits that the denominationa' 
school secures advantages and an_ in. 
fluence on the future of this country so 
considerable that any sacrifice is endurabl:. 
for the maintenance of these schools. 

I cannot think that the division ot 
children into competing camps is de- 
sirable. It is bad enough that we ecan- 
not agree on one common form of re 
ligion for the school. We are far from 
that. To carry that schism into the 
school life of the children, to create 
divisions earlier than those difference- 
need arise, to label them with denomina- 
tional names, to specialise their religion 
in childhood is most undesirable and 
also most deplorable. There is fortunate! 
no Nonconformity in mathematics or in 
astronomy, and there is no difference in 
the secular teaching of the Free Churc! 
school compared with the Church « 
England school. But for the sake c: 
the religious lesson we are encouraged 
and invited to establish these Noncon- 
formist schools. That will be the out- 
come of the scheme we are now asked to 
adopt, with an accentuation, rather than 
a diminution, of religious differences. The 


money to be voted from the rates 
to fill the gap in the Church schools 
may be necessary to secure their 


efficiency ; and I believe that until a 
better and more uniform system can be 
devised the Free Churchmen of this 
country would be prepared to see such 
an application of the rates, provided 
those schools were managed by the 
representatives of the people, leaving. 
of course, religious education in the 
hands of the clerical management. 
Is the proportion of management now 
offered at all sufficient ? [It has been 
already described by hon. Members 
opposite as being merely the shadow of 
control, while giving no real control at 
all. It is not, however, simply a question 
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of the one hour’for religious education. | 
The Church school is saturated—I do | 
not say it by way of offence— with Church | 
influence.’ It is filled with the atmosphere | 
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duties of their position, will there not be 
a strong temptation to hand over the 
work of education to the co-opted mem- 
bers, leaving the supervision of the 


of the Church of England, and the schools in the hands of men not respon- 


relations existing between those who 
attend it and the neighbouring church 
will continue to be, as they always have 
been, very close indeed. It is not enough 
to tell the Nonconformist parent that 
there is a conscience clause, and that he 
can withdraw his child. To withdraw a 
child is to put, most undeservedly, a 
stigma upon him. There are many 
parents also who demand religious 
education for their children, and to 
obtain this will send their children to 
schools where creeds which they do not 
hold are taught. The alternative put 
forward is the establishment of other 
schools throughout the length and 
breadth of the country for the children 
of Free Churchmen, who are about 
equal in number to the Anglicans. This 
moiety is called upon at a moment’s 
notice to build new schools at great 
expense throughout the country, in 
order to protect their children from 
alien creeds taught with public money. 
But there is something in a public 
and wider sense still more undesirable. 
That is the authority established for the 
purpose of co-ordinating the different 
classes of education, and of dispensing 
the rates and the money allotted by the 
Treasury. We have been told tonight 
that there are no religious controversies 
in Municipal Councils. No, because 
there are no religious questions intro- 
duced into them. You are going to 
introduce into these councils religious 
questions, and you are asking Muni- 
cipal and County Councils to undertake 
work they have never done, in addition 
to duties already large and growing. 
No one can suppose that in the future 
the powers of Councils will be con- 
tracted. On the contrary, they will be 
largely extended. The tendency and the 
spirit of the age are in favour of 
municipal socialism. In addition to 
all the work which now devolves on 
them, these Municipal and Communal 
Councils are expected to take the com- 
plicated question of education into their 
hands. It is true they have the power 
of calling in the assistance of outsiders, 
but finding their hands full of the proper 


Mr. Compton Rickett. 


sible to, and not elected by, the people 
at large? I think I am_ speaking 
the opinion of the greater number of 
Free Churchmen of this country when | 
say that they would be willing, for the 
present, to assent toa measure of support 
of the voluntary schools from the rates, 
provided the management of those 
schools was representative of the rate- 
payers. On the other hand, they would 
be willing to support a body elected for 
the purpose, which would deal with the 
different stages of education, and which 
would maintain, until some uniform 
system could be devised, the elementary 
schools on their present lines. I do 
not think it an objection that technical 
education would be left in the hands of 
the municipal and communal authorities. 
An Act of Parliament could easily trans- 
fer it to the new authority. But sup 
posing it did not ? The people of this 
country are more concerned with the 
liberal side than the technical side. We 
hear a great deal about the great value 
of technical education. May I suggest, 
although it is not a popular opinion, that 
we are overrating it? During the last 
fifty years our commercial superiority has 
not been due to the technical knowledge 
of our workers. Great discoveries have 
not been the work of men trained in 
technical schools. They have been 
frequently the discoveries of the working 
man. ‘The ordinary workman ha 
to do a particular piece of work over 
and over again. The foreman is the 
co-ordinating overseer, and the people 
on whom the industrial future of this 
country will largely depend are the 
masters and chiefs of industry, who 
must introduce the new methods. Oi 
course, if a man has to learn a com- 
plicated trade like electricity he would 
attend a technical school; but I see no 
reason why these technical school 
should not be under municipal and 
communal control, quite apart from the 
general lines of education. The schola’ 
can gostraight through the liberal grades 
of education, from the elementary to the 
higher, without entering the technica! 
school. He abandons the goal of the 
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University if he seeks a trade through! the new secondary schools will do the 
the technical workshop. It is quite | Same remains, to some extent, dependent 


impossible to speak of the details of this 


Bill from memory. The tendency of the | which is effected under the Bill. 


on the actual amount of co-ordination 


The 


measure appears to be the abolition of | great advantage of higher grade schools 


' has been that they have enabled scholars 
of denominational schools throughout | 


the School Boards and the multiplication 


the country. Speaking for myself, I 


believe, by a process of exhaustion, we | 
shall ultimately have to adopt a simple | 


and uniform system of State education. 


The duty of the State is to leave the 


religious question to the denominational 
teachers, who can be trusted to deal 
with their own children for the religious 
lesson. This is all that the Churches of 
this country can reasonably request from 
the State. 8.10.) 


*(8.50.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT: 
The present Bill has two good things to 
recommend it: in the first place, it has 
ben introduced by not only a most 
able, but also a most conciliatory speech 
on the part of the First Lord of the 
Treasury; and in the next place, the 
whole debate has shown, instead of a too 
frequent sectariananddogmatictendency, 
that educational spirit which is essential 
to the solution of this, the most important 
ofall questions. Of course, one speaks at 
this stage in much ignorance of what the 
Bill actually contains, and with a great 
deal of reserve ; but I think it may at any 
rate be said that the measure promises 
some very important organic and admin- 
istrative educational reforms. Theright 
hon. Gentleman referred to the more 
truly secondary education which it 
would provide in the place of that 
which has hitherto been given in con- 
nection with our elementary education 
through the higher grade schools. I 
hope his remarks in regard to that 
matter will be carried out by the Bill. 
There is perhaps some criticism for 


under the immediate influence of the 
teachers of the elementary schools to 
be drafted into the higher grade schools, 
and whatever may be said of those 
schools, they have, over this bridge, 
very often carried a little further than 
can be carried at the elementary schools, 
which children have to leave at so early 
anage, the education already gained, and 
they have thus been economical in saving 
for the country that education which 
otherwise might, to a large extent, have 
been wasted. I know that those schools 
have been highly valued by parents, and 
they have given, generally speaking, 
a really good education, not as an 
avenue to anything more education- 
ally, but rather as the terminus of the 


‘elementary education, and one which I 


which there is ground in relation to the | 


nature of the secondary instruction 
given at the schools referred to; but, on 
the other hand, I am quite certain the 
country will always be under a great 
obligation to the School Boards for having, 
when no other adequate provision was 
made for it, given to a large number of 
scholars in the country that higher in- 
struction at the higher grade schools. 
Those schools, in my opinion, have ful- 
filled a very useful object, and whether 


think has been highly beneficial. They 
have been, not a terminus « quo, but a 
terminus ad quem, and generally a very 
good and useful terminus. 


Then, again, the right hon. Gentle- 
man stated that the Bill would facilitate 
that general secondary education which 
is essential to technical instruction. 
No one knows better than we in York- 
shire how great has been the difficulty 
in our technical schools of giving the 
full value of the costly instruction there 
provided owing to the want of more 
general education. In fact, many of 
those schools have been occupied in 
giving really primary, and much more 
frequently, general secondary instruction, 
instead of the students having come 
there prepared to avail themselves at 
once and completely of the technical 
instruction for which the schools have 
been especially intended. 


The right hon. Gentleman also spoke 
of the educational co-ordination which 
would be effected by the Bill. That is a 
most important matter. There will be, I 
hope, an inclined plane open to every 
scholar of capacity from the elementary 
schools to the Universities and to the 
very highest professional, technical, and 
commercial instruction. One knows of 
many instances in which the poorest 
and humblest scholars have taken 
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the highest distinctions even at the 
University, both from our elementary 
and from our technical schools. I hope, 
however—and I agree with the criticism 
of the hon. Member for Scarborough on 
that point—that this equality of oppor- 


tunity which we desire will be tempered | 


by selection, that it will be based on 
relative capacity. I agree also with the 
hon. Member that the great want of our 
country at the present time is. first, 
general education up to a certain and 
a high point, but especially specialised 
education, which fits our people to com- 
pete with other countries which have 
given such vast advantages to what | 
may call their captains of industry. 
Industrial works in Germany and 
America are frequently filled with the 
most highly trained men as managers 
and heads of departments; there are 
works having the services of twenty or 
thirty and more doctors of science, to 
whom they liberally, wisely, and econom- 
ically give an interest in the inventions 
made during the industrial processes. 
That is a point at which we ought to 
aim more than we have done. 

In one special respect I think there 
is room for considerable improvement 
in our system. The Education Depart- 
ment has apparently set itself too 
strenuously against what is not fully 
understood, but is very necessary, viz., 
more commercial instruction. They 
have refused to give grants for com- 
mercial subjects as compared with 
technical and scientific subjects. I hope 
that, in the new arrangement, as we 
have provided liberally for that which I 
may call the productive side of industry, 
the making of goods, we shall pay equal 
attention to the distributive side of com- 
merce, which takes those goods by many 
means and various ways, involving 
technical knowledge, for distribution in 
the markets throughout the length and 
breadth of the world, in which we have 
to compete with other nations. 


One of the best features in the Bill 
referred to by the right hon. Gentleman 
is in regard to the advantages which 
in future ought to be given to our 
teachers In that respect I think we 
have been guilty of most culpable neglect. 
It is all very well to condemn our pupil 
teachers ; we have had to make the best 
of them, and the lack of trained teachers 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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has been one of the most unsatisfactory 
parts of our educational system. I could 
not help remembering during the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech that at this 
moment in London there is an attempted 
surcharge of the London School Board for 
having Just erected a school purposely for 
the training of pupil teachers—a school 
at the opening of which I was present. 
which is excellent and admirable in al] 
respects, and which is, at any rate, 
one move in the direction which appar- 
ently all of us desire. In the interests 
of education in this country J hope that 
attempt will be unsuccessful. In fact, 
if our School Boards had not done some- 
thing which perhaps, in strict legality, 
they ought not to have done, if they had 
not given us continuation schools, with 
all their advantages—though they may 
have some comparative disadvantages— 
if they had not given us our higher 
grade schools, if they had not given us 
some o! these training schools, I think 
our position would have been worse even 
than ‘t is, and in saying that I am sorry 
to declare I am saying a ve y vreat deal, 
The fact is that in this country we have 
neglected this training and treatnient 
of our teachers. We have not always 
been too careful to remunerate the teacher 
properly in accordance with the respon- 
sible duties which he has to perform, and 
with regard to the tenure of his office we 
have not taken those steps which are 
in justice absolutely necessary. The 
German maxim is: “ As the teacher, so 
the school”; and to make our eduea- 
tion great we must make our educators 
great. 


But, whilst these are administrative 
points of much importance, the great 
question of this Bill is, after all, the con- 
stitution of the administrative authority. 
That machinery will be a powerful fac- 
tor, if not the most powerful factor, in 
the education of the future. Bu 
machinery demands men to work it, and 
and our main object should be to attract 
the best and ablest men to the service of 
the State in this most important function. 
As to the constitution of the authority, | 
am glad to notice more advancement chan 
on the occasion of previous debates, for 
there has been a general recognit‘on that 
the municipal authority is, on the whole, 
the best body to deal with these questions, 
and I know of no greater anomaly than the 
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present onein whichthespending authority | 


is able to levy an absolute precept upon 
the rating authority into which no possible 
inquiry can be made; and certainly one 
great improvement will be that the res- 
ponsibility of both levying and spending 
will bevestedinoneandthesame iuthority. 
The authority will, of course, be responsible 
tothe electors both for the levies it 
makes, and for the demands it calls upon 
them to respond to, and also for the wise, 
prudent, and economic administration of 


the funds. 


Fortunately in these matters we have 
not merely precedents, but we have a 
considerable amount of experience to 
guide us; and whatever may have been 
said about the virtues of educational 
experts, | think they have been ch efly 
responsible for the condition in which 
English education finds itself today. I 
think we are all agreed that there has 
been too much of the University don, 
who said ‘“* We know nothing of science 
here, we do not even teach it.”” While, 
of course, the presence of these experts 
on municipal bodies will be welcome, 
personally I should have been in favour of 
their going through, like other people, the 
turmoil of the municipal contest. Why 
should we have to go into the highways 
and byways to seek gentlemen to take 
part in what ought to be felt to be a most 
important duty? I can assure them 
that elections would be an education to 
themselves, and our councils, excellent as 
they are, will be improved if they are 
leavened by the presence of more men of 
education upon them. Personally, while in 
favour of attaching them by some means, 
I should very much prefer that they 
should, like the rest of us, go intothe arena 
of a contest upon their own merits and 
give the council the general advantage 
of their talents and so take their proper 
place as to education in this way. 
But while I should value such expert 
assistance, I have more implicit faith in 
the practical common sense of municipal 
administrators, and I believe they are quite 
equalto the solution of the educational 
problems which will be submitted to 
them. My hon. friend the Member for 
Scarborough, thought they might be 
overworked and might not have the 
necessary experience ; but I would remind 
him that they have performed educational 
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duties already under most difficult cireum- 
stances, and performed them most ably 
and successfully. The whisky moneys 
were thrown at them one night here 
because the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of the day did not know what else to do 
with them, and they were told to distil 
wisdom out of whisky, genius out of gin, 
and capacity for business out of beer. 
Though there may have been mistakes— 
and no wonder that there have been 
mistakes under such conditions—I believe 
that those moneys have been generally 
well administered, and, at any rate, the 
municipalities, unlike the counties, have 
rated themselves in aid of this Educa- 
tional fund, which was thrown at them 
by Parliament. It has also been said that 
the indirect mode of election, or rather 
the indirect character of the authority, 
would be an objection, but the answer is 
that it has answered well in the past. It 
has also answered well as the avenue of 
that expert assistance to which reference 
has so frequently been made, the per- 
missive and voluntary addition of which 
shall be maintained. 


There is one point upon which I am 
glad to feel assured, and I am particularly 
glad that not a word has been said to the 
contrary, as was the case on the last 
occasion when this subject was discussed. 
The point I allude to is the fear that the 
municipalities would be less enterprising 
and more parsimonious than School 
Boards in relation to their expenditure 
upon education. I do not believe that for 
amoment, though I believe they will be 
more businesslike. All our recent history 
and our local patriotism, both inthe past 
and in the present, point to an entirely 
opposite conclusion, and I may say that 
when these subjects have been discussed 
by the representatives of the municipali- 
ties, there has been but one unanimous 
opinion, which was represented, but 
which has not been fulfilled in this 
Bill, namely, that there ought not to be 
a limit to the rate. I do not think that, 
considering the variety of circumstance: s 
and conditions, for dealing with which 
local government exists, and for which 
local knowledge and judgment is the only 
sure method of solution, I do not see 


_myself why that limit should take place. 
The rate may be raised, but an Educa- 


tion rate is our most economic rate, if 
well and carefully administered, and those 
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who think that in parting from the;certain number of members would be 
School Boards they obtain a more parsi-| nominated. ‘‘ Nominated” would lead 
monious Educational body in Town one to theinference that they might be 
Councils will learn their mistake. In my | nominated by outside bodies—the univer- 
opinion parsimony is not economy, and I sity for the district, for instance—for 
will take one case. Take as an example membership of the Committee. On the 
Huddersfield, where the Corporation has other hand, he used another term after- 
taken over the technical schools, and wards, which is more in accord with 
where a rate of ld.or 2d.in the pound/| what has been the provision of the 
for this purpose is considered quite | previous Bills, and what I hope will be 
inadequate. Adequate funds for this|the case, namely, co-option from 
purpose, in the interest of the country, | within the Municipal Committee. I take 
should be forthcoming. it that in this there has been no change 
One of my hon. friends said there | from the Bill of last year, although the 
would be a tendency on the part of right kon. Gentleman did not say what 
municipalities to incur enormous debts. | Was to be done. Therefore I still assume 
Surely municipalities know their own | that the method of election will be by co- 
local business better than we can teach! option. From a municipal point of 
it to them. Why do we hear so much View there is a very great distinction. 
of debts and so little of assets, even when | It is very different to have nominated 
the debts are represented by  repro- | members from external bodies, and giving 
ductive works? The ability of the com- |the municipality a majority and the 
munity, through education, makes it at right to select others. I can only repeat 
once more progressive and prudent, as it the hope that in the interests of adminis- 
ought to be. Therefore education is the | tration the co-optional principle will be 
best asset you could possibly have. I hope | adhered to. ; Upon that point we should 
we shall not be deterred by arguments | be glad of implicit information. 
of that character. Every debt thus be- | 


comes an asset, and neglect is our | man was not quite clear upon the status 
greatest danger. _of non-county boroughs. In dealing with 
[ ventured to rise reluctantly during the | these boroughs we are dealing with many 
course of the right hon. Gentleman’s| which have done the very best educa- 
speech because there was one point on tional work. Take sucha place as Keigh- 
which at the moment I wasin some doubt, | ley. [know of no better educational work 
and it is a very essential point. I allude to! than that which has been done there. 
the exact constitution of the Municipal | To stem or to submerge such would 
Committee, upon which the right hon. be an educational crime. The limit 
Gentleman was not quite clear or of 50,000 population for a non-county 
explicit. I understand that, as in the | borough is a purely arbitrary one. Under 
former Bills, the Municipal Council will | the Act of 1889 five or six cities were at 
have a majority on the Committee, but first retained, but the line was ultimately 
only a majority of one, instead of, as in | drawn at 50,000 people—a mistake, 
previous Bills, one or more, as is now the|[ think. I understand the right 
case. But we have not been told | hon. Gentleman to say that, in relation 
whether this provision, as it was in| to primary education, boroughs of 
the last Bill but two, where the right | 10,000 and Urban Councils of 20,000 
to have experts, as it is now under | shall have the right to educational 
existing legislation, is optional, or autonomy. Of course, no one would 
whether, as in the last Bill, it is| dream of putting primary instruction, 
mandatory. I think of the two, optional | which has hitherto been limited to less 
would be best. On that point I prefer | areas than is proposed, under the 
that it should not be mandatory, | jurisdiction of the county. How can 
because I think optional would be} jt be possible to deal with primary 
amply sufficient, and it has answered well. | instruction in such a very small area 
With reference to the Municipal Com- | from such a distance? Then I under- 
mittee, the right hon. Gentleman used | stand the right hon. Gentleman to say 
two terms which differ in their signifi-| that with regard to the non-county 
cation, and one of them was that a' boroughs the jurisdiction of the county, 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


Then, again, the right hon. Gentle- 
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on the one hand, and of the borough 
itself on the other, would be joint and 
concurrent. We know that the boroughs 
—and non-county boroughs have at 
present the right—do raise money, and 
do in a large measure rate themselves to 
provide for a large amount of very good 
secondary and technical education. But 
I can conceive nothing more confusing 
and nothing more disadvantageous than 


the joint action of the county within “? . “ 
similar educational advantages to those 


the borough limits unless they submit 
themselves for this purpose willingly. 
What I have strongly to suggest to the 
Government is that they should not 
destroy anything in their new machinery. 
Their object should be rather to pre- 
serve and to expand all those centres of 
educational action, of which there have 
been too few ; and if there are non- 
county boroughs like Keighley, doing the 
very best work, I at least ask that they 
should be preserved, and that we should 
allow the Education Department, upon 
the application of such a body, if it shows 
it has the means and the will to do its 
own educational work satisfactorily, to 
at any rate retain its autonomy, and 
direct its own affairs, and not be sub- 
merged in the county, which would be 
both resisted and resented. I hope there 
will be provisions forcombination, for joint 
action upon the part of both counties 
and adjoining boroughs, for this would 
preserve all that is best and would 
destroy nothing, thus giving the best 
security for future educational advance- 
ment. 


I have only one word to say about the 
question which has been so much de- 
bated, and that is the question of local 
authorities coming under this Act, if it 
passes, optionally or refusing to do so. I 
know that there are among the boroughs 
differences of opinion as to accepting 
primary education. I believe a very 
considerable majority desire, and are, 
prepared, to undertake the duties. On 
the other hand, there are some which 
hold a different view, and the pro- 
vision proposed would meet the case of 
individual differences of opinion. I am | 
also quite sure that such a system would | 
deter non-county boroughs from under- | 
taking the duty if they were in any | 
way placed under the direction of | 
the County Councils. 
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questions which will have to be much more | 
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fully discussed. The Bill as presented, 
I think, treats, generally from a very fair 
standpoint, problems which not only 
demand to be solved, but with respect to 
which both sides of the House show a 
disposition that they should be solved on 
the best educational lines. I hope that 
when we know the full details of the 
measure we will be able to come to the 
conclusion that at last we are able to add 
to the Statute-book an Act conferring 


already possessed by the countries that 
are competing against us in the markets 
of the world. 


* (9.20.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
(Montgomeryshire): I begin by congratu- 
lating the First Lord of the Treasury on 
the very able speech which he made in 
introducing the Bill. In the early part 
of the speech he referred to the difficulties 
which surround the subject, and to the 
aims which educational reformers have in 
view. I should like especiaily to express 
my satisfaction that the Government 
propose to deal with the important sub- 
ject of the training of teachers. The 
present condition of teachers’ training is 
little short of scandalous. The figures 
which were given by the hon. Member 
for Camberwell showed that no less than 
half of the teachers in the elementary 
schools had received no training. The 


| figures showing the small proportion in 


many of the schools in London of certifi- 
cated as compared with non-certificated 
teachers show how greatly reform is 
needed. The First Lord dealt at some 
length with pupil teachers and _ pupil 
teacher centres. I do not know how 
far I should be right in dealing with that, 


but I suppose some provision is made in 
‘the Bill in connection with training 
‘colleges; and I should only like to say 


that, while I recognise the admirable 
work done by pupil teacher centres, | 
rather doubt the policy of their establish- 
ment. I think it would be far better if 
the training of the pupil teachers could be 
given in secondary schools, while at the 


'same time they serve an apprenticeship 
|in doing teaching 


work in elemen- 
tary schools. It appears to me 
that one of the great disadvantages 
under which primary teachers labour 
under our system is their complete segre- 
gation from the general current of 
education. A pupil teacher starts in an 
elementary school. In far too many 
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cases he stays there his whole time. 
Some, it is true, go to a pupil teachers’ 
centre, and some again of these go to a 
training college, but, with the exception 
of the insignificant minority who go to 
the Universities or to the University 
colleges, they are surrounded by the 
influence of the elementary — schools, 
and to those schools they finally return. 
The sooner provision is made for giving 
a professional training later on in life 
and the general education in other 
schools, the better it will be for the 
education of the country. 

The general machinery proposed in the 
Bill as regards secondary education is one 
with which we need not greatly quarrel. 
For my own part, I have never been able to 
get up enthusiasm for or against School 
Boards or County Councils. I believe 
myself that if you give to a representa- 
tive body a sufficient area to look after, 
vou will find that it will attract to itself a 
suttcient number of able and conscientious 
men and women to carry out its business 
with efficiency. It is obvious, however, 
that the giving of the work to the muni- 
cipalities has considerable advantage. Of 
course, the less complex our local govern- 
ment system is the better, and certainly 
the fewer rating authorities there are the 
hetter. On these grounds, while I greatly 
ileprecate any attack on the principles 
which underlie the establishment of School 
Boards—that is to say, unsectarian teach- 
ing and public representation—I think if 
these two great needs are secured, and it 
‘loes not very much matter whether we 
call the authority a School Board or a 
Committee of the County Council. It is 
understood that we should have on the 
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local authority a sufficient number of | 


women. As it is we all know that 
women are not qualified to sit on the 
County and the Borough Councils, and as 
half the school children are girls, they 
will be deprived of the assistance which 
women could give. We must secure the 
feminine influence on the 
look after the schools. It is desirable to 


boards which | 


| extinguished, 


have from the outside—I do not like to | 
say experts, but at all events persons who | 
are familiar with secondary and uni-| 


versity education, for this reason: When 
vou deal with secondary education you 


will have to consider the old grammar | 


~chools, as well as the secondary schools 
to be set up by the new bodies, 
and it is very important that the 
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perso is who are familiar with secondary 
educ tion are to have a considerable 
voice in their management. ‘There is an 
impression on the part of secondary 
teachers that the amount of routine 
incident to the primary system is inimical 
to the prosperity of secondary education, 
That, | think, is the main reason for 
securing that there shall be on the 
governing bodies a proportion of persons 
who have come from the old universities, 
or, at all events, have had the training 
of a liberal education. I am _ bound te 
say that the idea that you will get 
educational experts in that way is not 
likely to be realised. When the Univer. 
sity College authorities have the choice 
whether they will appoint people from 
their own staffs or people in the locali- 
ties served by the schools, they will not 
appoint the former, because of the 
difficulty they would have in attend- 
ing the meetings of the bodies. On the 
other hand, if they appoint people in the 
localities. those persons may probably 
have no acquaintance with the educa- 
tional problems of the time. 


I have some doubt about the finance 
of the Bill. I understand that it is 
proposed to allow Count y Councils 
to levy a rate up to twopence, and 
even a larger rate if they get a 
Provisional Order for that purpose. 
But I did not gather from the First Lord 
whether the funds which the county 
have to provide for elementary education 
will be limited by the twopenny rate or 
whether they will have the present 
rating powers of the School Boards. 
Another obscure point is the fate of the 
small School Boards. Will they be 
and will the County 
Councils set up boards of local managers 
for themselves, or will the School 
Boards be continued with the addition 
of County Council representatives ? 

We have heard very strong criticism 
from both sides of the House as to the 
optional character of the Bill. These 
criticisms seem to me to be well founded. 
The First Lord was rather sanguine, | 
think, in expressing the hope and expecta- 
tion that the option will be exercised 
within a comparatively short period. I 
very much doubt that. I think, especially 


| in the rural districts, it will be a consider 


teaching staffs of schools should feel that | 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 


able time before the County Councils and 


the other local authorities are persuaded 











925 


tol 
thi 
the 
of t 
ope 
Cou 
bor 
the 
the 
ent 
shal 
tha 


(er 
spo 
Wa 
edu 
thir 
En; 
the 
are 
the 
to 
left 
sub 
diffi 
the 
rela 
larg 
chi 
one 
Sta 
the 
jeal 
end 
Wel 
tha 


whi 
poli 
give 
den 
and 
la 


hav 
and 
tak 
find 
‘ay, 
elen 
ditt, 
li 

seh 
relig 


and 
whi 


924 


dary 
rable 
is an 
dary 
itine 
nical 
tion. 
| for 

the 
rsons 
ities, 
ning 
id te 

get 
3 not 
‘iver- 
hoice 
from 
rea li- 
| not 

the 
bend- 
n the 
1 the 
ably 
luca- 


ance 
it is 
incils 
and 
t a 
pose. 
Lord 
unty 
ation 
te or 
esent 
ards. 
f the 
y be 
yunty 
agers 
chool 
lition 


icism 
o the 
[hese 
nded. 
ne, | 
ecta- 
cised 
d. I 
cially 
sider- 
s and 


1aded. 











995 Education 
to undertake the burden of the rates. I 
think what has been the great support of 
the voluntary school hitherto—the dread 
of the School Board rate—will be equally 
operative to prevent the rural County 
Councils of the country and the small 
boroughs from taking upon themselves 
the burden of elementary education. On 
the other hand, if the work is boldly 
entrusted to them at once, I think we 
shall find that they will be more liberal 
than many educationists expect. I desire 
to express my thanks to the right hon. 
Gentleman for the handsome way he 
spoke of the work which is being done in 
Wales in connection with the secondary 
education system. I do not, however, 
think that the option of taking the 
English system will be accepted, because 
the Welsh county governing bodies 
are established in the same way as 
the committees which it is proposed 


to set up under the Bill. I have 
left to the last the most important 
subject-—what is called the religious 


difficulty. It is a remarkable thing that 
the religious difficulty only exists in 
relation to the elementary schools. Ina 
large number of parishes the elementary 
chools are regarded as the preserves of 
one denomination, and the fact of the 
State largely subsidising and selecting 
them for the giving of education arouses 
jealousy, and will arouse jealousy to the 
end of the chapter. One reason why the 
Welsh system has been so successful is 
that we have entirely kept out all these 
difficulties which people call religious, and 
which I regard as much more social and 
political, by insisting that the education 
given shall be that of no particular 
denomination, but suitable for men 
and women of all denominations. 
Iam sure that a purely secular system 
is impossible in this country. We 
have heard a great deal of the rights 
and claims of parents. I think if you 
take Wales all through you will not 
find a single parent who would not 
vay, “Let my child be taught the 
cements of Christianity and the 
difference between right and wrong.” 
Ii these people who carry on the 
schools with the object of giving 
religious education to the children could 
be persuaded to leave dogma alone, 
and insist only on the truth in 


Which we all believe, then the’ doctrinal | 
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‘differences which divide us would 
disappear, and in that way we 


should find means of composing our 
differences ; but so long as you force 
children into schools in which dogmas 
to which their parents object are 
taught, so long shall we have these 
differences, and so long shall we have 
the education of the country thwarted 
and warped. 


(9.40.) Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): [I con- 
gratulate the Education Department 
and the First Lord of the Treasury 
on the manner in which this measure 
has been received. This Bill is a 
great Bill, and will have, I hope, a con- 
siderable effect in improving the educa- 
tion of the country. It will be generally 
accepted throughout the country as an 
honest attempt to improve the education 
of the children of England. It is an 
honest. attempt to carry on primary, 
secondary, and tertiary education, and 
to put it on a basis to enable us to carry 
out what is the object of us all, namely, 
to provide a carefully-graduated system 
of education, whereby any children 
of sufficient intelligence will continue 
their education through the secondary 
school up to the university, and fit 
themselves to serve their country in any 
capacity, and be rewarded as good 
education and culture are rewarded. It 
is not wise to discuss tonight any of the 
details of the Bill. Although from the 
lucid statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man we can form a good general idea 
of its details, it is better to wait until 
we have the Bill before we discuss it in 
detail. But there are just one or two 
questions I should like to put and to 
have information on. Who, for instance, 
is to appoint the nominated members 
of the education authority? The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of them 
as being persons experienced in education, 
to be nominated in addition to members 
appointed by the County and Borough 
Councils. Are these members to be 
selected by the County and Borough 
Councils or by other bodies—such as 
the Schools Association and the Educa- 
tion Department and others that may 
be interested? That is a point upon 
which I should ‘ike to have information. 
Another point is this. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman spoke of the Voluntary Schools. 
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as being assisted by the rates. He means, 
I suppose, that for the Borough it will 
be a Borough rate ; but, for the County, 
is it to be a County rate or a rate upon 
each individual parish ? 


all these details on 
congratulate the 


Leaving 


side, I Education 


Department and the First Lord of the | 


Treasury on the general principles which 
they have followed with regard 
this measure. 
control over education to the County 
and Borough Councils will be of great 
value to the education of this coun- 
try. You 
not speaking in any way in a hostile 
manner—of the Board School system, 
which, although it was of great value 
when it was started, when it was neces 
sary to fill up a great gap in the 
education of England, and has done 
most admirable work, is not, I 
venture to say, the best possible ar- 
rangement for the management of 
education. When you come toelect a 
board entirely for education, it is unfor- 
tunately the case that you cannot help 
great attention being drawn to religious 
controversies. It is unfortunate because 
it withdraws attention from the most im- 
portant point, in many cases, to a side 
issue. Where members are elected to 
School Boards, more attention has been 
paid to their religious, political, and social 
ideas than to what is really the main 
question—the giving of a good education 
to the children of the country. That un- 
doubtedly accounts for the great feeling 
in this country with regard to extrava- 
gance in this matter. We do not grudge 
money for education, but there is a 
great feeling that much of the money 
spent on education is—I do not like to say 
wasted, but spent unnecessarily. There 


are gentlemen who are somewhat 
reckless on this subject of the 
amount of money spent, but those 
persons seem to forget that the 


pockets of the ratepayers are not of un- 
‘limited depth, and the money spent upon 
one thing is often taken from another. 
In the long run they are apt to 
spend more money out of the rates 
for this one thing, and that must 
come out af another. For instance, 
if you increase the rates you 
crease the cost of housing all over the 
country. I hope, if this Bill is pressed 


Mr. Seely. 
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one | 


to | 
To give the general | 


will get rid—and I am) 


in- | 
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| forward and carried, and education be 
| comes one of the principal interests of 
those who manage the local affairs of this 
| country, that we shall have a guarantee of 
economical management, and a guarantee 
that the money should be well and 
economically spent. ‘This will put an 
|end to the impression that it is dan- 
gerous to give powers over further 
|expenditure on account of the risk of 
that money being spent so lavishly as to 
cause serious interference with the rates, 
There are the additional advantages of 
getting all educational systems under one 
| authority. As regards the teachers in 
preparatory schools, whose salaries are 
rather high, I must say that I have 
always felt it to be hard for teachers in 
the primary schools that they should have 
no likely chance of rising to high 
positions. The salaries described as high 
undoubtedly are high for teaching little 
children their A BC and things of that 
sort, but they are all not high as compared 
with those paid to the higher grades of 
teachers. I think primary school teachers 
ought to have an opportunity of rising 
up and coming into the higher grades, and 
that, I hope, will be one of the results of 
this measure. I hope that all teachers 
will have an equal chance to rise from the 
primary to the secondary schools, and 
that an opportunity will be given to them 
to show their ability. If they possess 
sufficient ability and get the salary they 
deserve, the work got out of them 
will justify that salary. I believe that 
this Bill will in its ultimate results be of 
benefit not only to the general instrue- 
tional results of the country, but 
also to the teachers themselves. There 
is one point which is not quite clear, 
and that is this. As | understand the 
proposal, the Counties and the large 
Boroughs included in the Counties 
‘are to be separate authorities for 
educational matters. With regard to 
elementary education, that is, | think, 
an obvious and reasonable proposal, but 
when you come to secondary education, 
I should very much like the Education 
Department to consider whether that 8 
a wise arrangement, and whether It 
would not be better for the different 
authorities to combine. In dealing with 
secondary education you want to deal 
with a wide area—an area with a good 
centre, which should bea large town— 


‘and the country would be better {ot 
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ore be seondary education if it was connected | quite different from those of the urban 
S of _ together. It may be that the different | districts, and it does not follow that a 
rentegal authorities will combine for that purpose, | system which is best for the one is best 
uarantee 9°24 I should be glad if others more | for the other. Moreover, secondary 
vell and qualified than myself could say whether | education is a very different thing from 
put an gm arrangements leading up to that elementary education. ‘lhe County 
is dan. qstould be placed in this Bill, or whether | Council is obviously a good body to 
further gt would be better to leave it to the | control secondary education, because it 
risk of initiative of the authorities concerned. | will only be properly managed over a 
ly as to gl hope, Sir, that the measure will be | tolerably wide area; but the council of a 
le rates, pressed forward, and that the right hon. | borough of 20,000 people is not a good 
ages of gentleman will succeed in passing it | secondary education authority, the area 
der one Minto law this session. _ being too small, though it is a very suit- 
hers in _able authority for elementary education 
ries are J (9.55.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): [ | The House must not be carried away from 
I have Bhave listened with great attention to | the principle that every authority must 
hers in the lucid exposition which the First | be tested by its capacity to discharge 
ld have Bord of the Treasury gave of the pro-| these two very different functions. Those 
> high Fivisions of this Bill. “ This is the third| Who have advocated one authority for 
as high edition of the Government’s educational | @ducation have generally done so from 
g little proposals. The first was in 1896, | the point of view of an authority speci- 
of that Bi the second last year. This is a ally chosen for educational work and for 
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—_— revised and enlarged edition of the educa- ow other. 
: . of tional programme of the Government, | The second point claimed as a merit 
tie and although much more complicated | for the Bill is that it would greatly 


on aa in Many respects, it is certainly mach | promote educational efficiency. do 
aie of (oe ingenious than the previous | not see any provision in the Bill 
oahal editions. _It is very difficult, even from | which makes for any improvement in 
oni the exposition of the right hon. Gentle- | the system of teaching in schools. We 
s and gn the Leader of the House, to under- | have long desired to see training colleges 
othem gd how the many complicated details | improved, and to seea comparatively 
possess which he described will work into one large number of University graduates 
v they g “other, and what sort of a total result engaged in elementary education ; but I 
“them @*iey will have when the whole|do not see anything in the Bill which 
e that ™chinery has been put into action. 1| tends towards those desirable results. 
be of @ Stee, therefore, that anything that | Considered as a Secondary Education Bill, 
astrue P™y be said must be said subject to | I can see in this measure the making of 
, but me doubt and uncertainty with regard ls good Bill, and, if it were only such, 
There §' the points which are left in the | the House would probably have no great 
clear, shadow by the right hon. (¥entleman, | difficulty in agreeing upon a measure 
id the #4nd that, until we can more clearly | which would greatly improve the system. 
large deine to ourselves what the working | Here I come to a point upon which I 
unties of the scheme will be, we must reserve | should like some information. Does 
s for §°Ur opinion. this Bill contain any provision making it 
rd tof The first claim the First Lord of | the duty of the new education authority 
hink, the Treasury has put forward for|t© provide everywhere an adequate 
|, but the Bill is that it secures unity of | Supply of secondary education ? I should 
ation, Hauthority. Unity of authority is one of | be glad if the right hon. Gentleman 

vation the few points on which persons of | Could give me that information. 
hat 8 Hdifferent opinions are agreed; but I} So much, then, for secondary educa- 
er It Bwould remind the House that, after all, | tion. Now Icome to the elementary part 
erent ff when one authority is spoken of, it must | of the Bill. The Local Authority is, 
with subject to the condition that it is/as I understand, to be appointed in 
deal Fqually capable of dealing with either of boroughs and counties by the Borough 
good §“@ two branches of the subject. Edu-| and County Councils respectively ; but 
wn— “ton is far from being the simple and |I understand that the members of the 
i obvious matter some people think it is. | new authority need not be members of 
€ conditions of the rural districts are | the Borough or County Council. What 
























931 Education 


I desire to know is—what are to be the 
relations of this authority to the Borough 
or County Councils? Is it to be regarded 
as a mere Committee required to report 
its proceedings to the Councils ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They will be very 
much like the other Committees which 
the Councils now appoint. It is a per- 
fectly familiar machinery. 


Mr. BRYCE: I confess I thought from 
the right hon. Gentleman’s observations 
that these Committees were to be inde- 
pendent in many ways of the Councils ; 
but I now understand that they will 
have no power to direct a rate or 
issue a precept, but will simply report to 
the Councils, who will havethe final word. 
The County Council will be obliged to 
review the proceedings. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not necessarily. 

Mr. BRYCE: If the County Council 
does its duty, it must. If it does not, 
how is it to know whether the Com- 
mittee has done wisely and whether it is 
entitled to the rate it asks for? These 
are points of the utmost delicacy and 
difficulty, because, with all deference to 
the right hon. Gentleman, this is a new 
kind of Committee. The very ground 
on which the right hon. Gentleman re- 
commends the Committee is that it will 
include a number of men of special com- 
petency and knowledge who would not 
otherwise be found on sucha Committee. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
indicate more clearly what are the other 
bodies which are to be represented on 
these Committees. 


I hesitate to admit that they are entitled 
to representation. What will be the 


relations between these authorities and | 


the managers! Will the local managers, 
as to one-third, be appointed by the Com- 
mittee or by the County Council itself ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: By the Com- 


mittee, 
Council. 


acting through the County 


Mr. BRYCE: Then, these Committees 
will have the appointment of managers 
of schools in small areas through- 
out the country. What do the 


Mr. Bryce. 
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County Council or the County Committee 
know about the details of a very large 
number of small parishes in the county? ff 
It seems to me that the member of the 
' Council or Committee who comes from a 
particular part of the county will have 
the nomination of the local manager 
left to him. Why should that patro 

be left toone member? That illustrates 
what I mean by saying that the county 
is not a good area for the control of 
elementary education—it is far too large 
for the exercise of real local control. J, 
however, agree that the parishes now ar 
too small. These Committees will be 
composed of persons chosen by the County 
Council or Borough Council, but no 
necessarily members of either body. They 
will have no popular momentum behind 
them. What those who argue in 
favour of popular control mean is that 
the locality itself should be represented— 
that the voice of the locality should be 
heard and its wishes given effect to. 
Therefore, I cannot think that what the 
right hon. Gentleman proposes wil 
satisfy the demand for popular control, 
which has been so strongly made in the 
country. 


The noble Lord the Member for 
South Kensington gave us the illustration 
of Germany. He pointed out that under 
the system of Germany they generally 
got competent men, but surely the whole 
system of Germany is very different to the 
proposals in this Bill. It is possible that 
you may get very competent men, but 
will you get that popular impulse 


_which wein England have been accus 


tomed to value? But will you get that 
association of the people of educational 
worth which seems to me to be one d 
the things we most need? Hon. Mem 
bers on both sides of the House will agree 


retarded the progress of education in 
| this country, one of the chief difficulties 
| in giving education at the proper place, 
‘is that the ordinary citizen is not suff 
ciently interested in it. He does no 
know its value ; he does not feel it to 
his; and if we are to remedy that, if we 


are to give the weight of popular impuls fis 


/to our educational system, if we are Wi 
‘induce people to feel how much they 
have to gain from it and what a gret 
| advantage it is going to be to their chikt 
ren, and to the welfare of the country, 





that one of the things which has mot @ 
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ye must try to associate them locally to 
the work. Therefore I regret what I at 
present understand to be the scheme of 
the Government Bill, and I hope if the 
gill goes on they will consent to an 
ymendment in that respect, and that 
they will give us, as the local element in 
the management of the schools, not 
yminees of a distant County Council, 
jut persons chosen on the spot, conver- 
gnt with the locality. 

Before I quit the County Councils, there 
ij one other point to which I would 
fer. 1 understand the right hon. 
Gentleman—perhaps he will correct me 
ilam wrong—to say thata great part 
ithe work of the Education Department 
rill in future devolve upon these county 
yithorities. Does he mean _ that 


heal authorities ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 
Mr. BRYCE: Then it will be for these 


heal authorities to impose the conditions 
mthe receipt of the grant ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, not neces- | 


wrily. What I tried to explain to the 
House was that whereas under the 
existing system the Education Depart- 
nent comes into direct connection, 
possibly into direct collision, with the 
managers of particular schools, hence- 
orth the connection and, if there must 
collision, the collision will be with 
he county authority. 


Mr. BRYCE: What about the inspec- 
‘ion? There will be inspection by the 
ounty authority ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly. 


Mr. BRYCE: Will there also be in- 
pection by Whitehall ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE: Then there will be two 
ets of inspectors ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, if they 


wish it. There will bea right of inspec- | hands of the permanent officials. 


ion by the county authority. 


h it? 
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| Mr. BRYCE: Inany case there will be 
| inspection by Whitehall ? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


But the conditions on 


which they will be paid will be fixed by 
| Whitehall and not by the county ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. BRYCE: I must not ask the right 
hon. Gentleman too many questions, but 
I should be glad to know in what way the 
county comes in, and what functions they 
will discharge in allotting grants to, and 
imposing conditions upon, the local author- 
\ities. ‘That is evidently a very important 

point, and I confess it appears to me that 
what the right hon. Gentleman propo-es 
will be nothing less than the creating of 
so many minature Education Departments 
‘in the different counties and boroughs of 
the country. These miniature Educa:ion 
Departments will be all in communication, 
on the one hand, with the local authori- 
ties, and, on the other hand, with White- 
hall. You will have a great additional 


| 


| element of complication aud a great deal of 


additional work, and, I fear, a great deal 
of additional ifriction. [‘ No.”] Subject 
to what we may hear further from the Gov- 
ernment, | do not see the necessity for these 
petty Education Departments in the coun- 
try. It is all very well for the right hon. 
Gentleman to talk about decentralisation. 
Decentralisation is a word which is very 
popular just now, but I greatly doubt 
_whether we want so much decentralisa- 


| tion in our educational,system as is con- 
| templated here. 
that things will be any the better for the 


I am not at all sure 


kind of decentralisation this measure 


| contemplates. There may be some points 
,on which there will be gain, but on 
many points I believe there will be loss. 
|I would rather have seen larger local 
areas in direct touch with Whitehall. 
| We all know when you create a Depart- 
| ment of this kind, into whose hands its 


It falls into the 
We 


control is apt to fall. 


'should create a bureaucracy of per- 
| manent officials in the County and 
Mr. BRYCE: If the county authority Borough Councils into whose 


hands 


practically the bulk of these powers will 
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go. I am sure the right hon. Gentle- | 


Now I pass for a moment to the 


man does not intend that, but if he looks | boroughs. The Borough Council jg 


at the history of many of our local | 
authorities he will find that that has_ 


happened, or that, at any rate, it is 
always apt to happen. If there area 
great many technical rules and a good 
deal of correspondence, it is almost in- 
evitable that much of the local control 
will be acquired by the permanent 
officials, and they practically will manipu- 
late the whole machine. 


With regard to the rating, I did not 
understand from the right hon. Gentle- 
man—and this also is an important 
point—whether in future we should 
have only one education rate, covering 
both secondary and elementary educa- 
tion ; or whether there is to be a distinct 
secondary education rate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There will 
have to be a distinction, of course, as 
the secondary and technical rate is a 
limited rate, while the other is an un- 
limited rate. There will have to bea 
distinction in point of books. 


Mr. BRYCE: Then it will be neces- 
sary for the local authority to keepa 
very exact account of all that applies to 
secondary and technical education on 
the one hand, and of all that applies to 
elementary education on the other. 
That I think will be very inconvenient. 
I should have thought that our 
Scottish system was a great deal 
simpler, in which we have one educa- 
tional authority, which has a general 
rating power, and is not obliged to dis- 
tinguish between that which applies to 
elementary education and that which 
applies to secondary education. I 
cannot see the necessity, when you are 
dealing with one authority, for keeping 
up this distinction. The distinction is 
purely academic. If the School Board 
had been invested with the control of 
education there would not have been this 
difficulty ; it is merely because we have 
had a different authority. I speak with 
diffidence on the subject, as the right hon. 
Gentleman has propably considered it 


more carefully than I have, but, as at | 


present advised, I cannot see why we 
need keep up this distinction, which I 
think must involve a good deal of trouble, 
difficulty, and complication. 


Mr. Bryce. 


likely, I should think, to put on the 
authority a considerable number of it 
own members. The members who ap 
put on the Education Committee yi] 
have to discharge the educational work 
in addition to their other work. That 
seems to me to be open to very serious 
objection. The work of a Borough 
Council is, I believe, quite sufficient to 


employ all the spare time a borough 


councillor can give to it. It is work 
quite different in character from that 
done by the School Boards and which 
will be done by the Education Con. 
mittees. I cannot see that the borough 
councillor has been, or is likely to be, 
chosen for such work, or that he will be 
competent to do it, and I believe that, 
at any rate in the case of the larger 
boroughs, the immense volume and 
difficulty of the work which will be 
thrown upon him will make it impossible 
for him to do justice to his other duties 
as borough councillor. Jt is not as if 
he could abdicate his other functions 
and devote himself entirely to education, 
considering himself merely an educational 
member. As a borough councillor he 
will have to give his vote on all questions 
of principle that come before the Council 
as a whole; that is to say, he will have 
to do all the work at present done by a 
borough councillor, and in addition the 
work done by a member of the School 
Board, which latter, in the case of our 
larger boroughs, is very engrossing and 
difficult. I therefore fear you will not 
have the work better done. In throwing 
this great additional burden on the 
Borough Councils you will be over-load: 
ing those Councils and diminishing the 
effective work of eduzation. 


Now we come to the question, on 
which so much has been said, of the very 
singular and exceptional power which 
the Government propose to give to the 
county and borough authorities by tak- 
ing over the School Board work and 
dropping the extinguisher on the School 
Boards. It is a most singular provisior. 
One would have thought that a matter 
of this great importance and gravity was 
not a matter to be left to the chance 
and perhaps hasty decision of a Town or 
County Council; but one which ough! 
to be dealt with by the general law 0! 
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to the the land. There must be a better and a {The School Boards have acquired a great 
cil is} worse course, and surely it is rather for | deal of knowledge, and you are going to 
on the § Parliament to say which is the proper | lose all that. What will become of them? 
of its course than to leave it to the local They have been working extremely well, 
ho are§ juthority. However, that point has|and I can discover no reason for this 
e will # been dwelt on with great force by the | change except the fact that the Govern- 
| work § hon. Member for Cambridge University ment wish to do for the boroughs what 
That § and the hon. Member for North Camber- | they are going to do for the counties, 
serious # yell, and, to a less extent, by the noble |and that is they desire to annihilate the 
rough # [ordthe Member for South Kensington, School Boards and transfer their work to 
ent toM and I need only add that I cannot see how | the Councils. You may say it is necess- 
rough # the School Board can continue to go on | ary to vest secondary education in the 
| work # doing good work, making their plans, | body which has the control of the 
n that # appointing their teachers, and carrying | technical instruction grant, but it would 
which § on all their work in an efficient manner, @ve been perfectly easy to arrange a 
Com- if they have this—to use a hackneyed plan by which the School Board and the 
rough # metaphor—hanging sword of Damocles | County Council could have formed a 
to be, # continually suspended over them, liable | Committee for secondary education in 
will bb B to descend at any mocsent at the| towns, and if that had been done 
> that, pleasure of the Borough Council, How, | no difficulty would have been found in 
larger § when they cannot tell from year to year adjusting the elementary work done 
> and § whether or not the Borough Council | ™0st efiectively by the School Boards 
‘ill bef will supersede them, will it be possible | with the proper secondary and technical 
ossible J for them to go on doing their work in | W°TK done by the Borough Councils, and 
duties § an effective way? I confess I should which will be done by the Joint Com- 
t asf like to know the safeguards with which | mittee. I regret the course which the 
actions # this decision of the County and Borough | Government have followed with regard 
cation, # (‘ouncils is surrounded. Is it to be | t0 the School Boards, and if they are to 
ational # done by a single vote ? If so, with what be dispossessed some better argument 
lor he # notice, with what opportunity for the | ought to have been given to justify this 
estions F neople of the borough er county to make change. I say this without the slightest 
‘ouncil # their views known? The matter is a proclivity or proposition in favour of 
| have # very serious one. 1 should say that in %¢hool Boards or Borough Councils. We 
> by aH reality the Government had been led | 40 not care which body it is provided 
m the f away here by the desire to secure an the work is done well; but when one 
Schod # unreal uniformity. The cases of the body has been doing it, well, I ask why 
of ow H counties and of the boroughs are quite that body should be superseded. 
i = diferent. In the case of the county, I | i&Now I come to the nomination proposal 
» D6" acknowledge you must have the County jn the Bill. I was glad to understand from 
a Council as the authority for secondary the right hon. Gentleman that there is 
ed education. There is no doubt about that. nothing to be done to affect the Cowper 
7 he There is no smaller area which would Temple Clause, which will continue to 
1g he work ; therefore, there is a primé facie, subsist as it has subsisted hitherto, and 
case for bringing in the county, and if the wndenominational education — will 
n, on the Government think, although I am | eontinue to be given. That being so 
every § not able to agree with them, that the some objections which might be 
which § County Council is a good authority for otherwise taken will no doubt be 
-o the] Managing elementary education, if that removed, but I am afraid there will 
y tak- isthe only way in which they can intro-| remain the objection which many of us 
k and duce popular control, why better popular | feel very strongly, that rate aid ought not 
School § control in that way than no popular to be given to any denominational school 
visior. J Control at all. But I can find no reason | unless it is accompanied by an efficient 
matter J for bringing in the Borough Councils. | measure of local popular control. I find 
sy was In the boroughs you have School Boards | no such provision here for the kind of loca! 
hance which have been doing the work in a| popular control which we want, and that 
wnorf’ very effective way. Everybody has| being the case, I must warn the right 
ought admitted that the School Boards| hon. Gentleman that the provision of 
lawl have done their work extremely well. } the Bill will be strenuously opposed. The 
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provision of the Bill to give rate aid to | 


denominational Voluntary Schools with- 
out a sufficient element of local popular 
control is unjust. Who will pay for the 
religious instruction? The Borough 
Council and the County Council are to 
have no authority except for technical 
instruction. Will they have to pay for 
the religious instruction, and, if not, who 
will pay for it? The result, however, of 
placing these denominational schools 
under the control of the County and 
Borough Councils will, perhaps, not be to 
remove altogether that element of re- 
ligious controversy in educational affairs 
which we all deprecate. Hitherto no one 


troubled about the religion of the candi- | 


dates for County or Borough Councils, but 
it is likely that one result of the denom- 
inational proposals of the Bill will be to 
introduce the evils of sectarian strife into 
those bodies, which they have hitherto 
been free from. 
right hon. Gentleman has devised for 
enabling every denomination to give 
instruction in the tenets of its own 
religion is an ingenious one, but surely 
it may tend to an undue multiplication 
of small schools. The County Council 
will feel that in every case where a 
demand of that kind is put forward 
that it is bound, in conformity with the 
principles of the Bill, to create that school. 
If it does, we may have an undue 
multiplication of schools, and we may 
have three or four created where one 
might have been enough. Those schools 
will be weak, and not able to have a 
good staff of masters and apparatus. 
Surely that is a very wasteful system. 
1 cannot think when that plan comes 
to be examined that it can possibly hold 
water. 


But I have a graver objection to the 
perpetuation of this denominational sys- 
tem. I can assure hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site that it is not from any Party feeling | 
that Members on the Opposition side | 
think it is undesirable fo perpetuate | 
denominational education. It is because 
we think that nothing worse could be 
done to the children than to take them 
in their tender years and divide them, 
like the sheep from the goats, into| 
different religious communities, teaching 
them to regard each other with distrust, | 
as if they did not hold a common} 


Mr. Bryce. 
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The plan which the. 
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Christianity as well as a common citizen. 
ship, who were all divided by these 
dogmatic differences, which children 
cannot understand. Everyone will admit 
that it is an unfortunate system. We 
think it is so unfortunate that we 
object altogether to its perpetuation, 
and we believe that we ought to get 
rid of all recognition of denominational. 
ism in the schools, giving proper facilities 
to the clergymen or anyone else to 
give denominational instruction in such 
a way and at such times as the authority 
may decide. The observations of the 
right hon. Gentleman were vested by 
him on what he alleges to be the desire 
of the parents. The whole policy of 
this matter is the belief, which I have 
no doubt the right hon. Genticman 
honestly entertains, that the parents 
desire denominational education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. My point is that whether the 
parents desired denominational or un- 
denominational education for the 
children, it should, if practicable and con- 
sistent with the general scheme of 
education, be granted to them. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have misunderstood 
the right hon. Gentleman. I admit 
that the Roman Catholics desire denomi- 
national education, and that their 
position is exceptional. I do not believe 


| that the percentage of Church of England 


parents or parents of any other Protes- 


_ tant denomination who desire denomina- 


tional education is a percentage practically 
worth regarding. [‘*Oh, oh!”] The 
percentage is so small that it is not 
necessary to make these elaborate pro- 
visions for their case. If we are satisfied 
that a large number of parents desire 
to have distinctly dogmatic instruction 
for their children, they will be entitled 
to ask the House to give it; but | 
believe that this is not the fact. I believe 
that what Protestant parents desire is 
that the children shall be brought up 
with a knowledge of the Bible, giving 
the schoolmaster freedom to give them 
moral instruction based on the Bible; 
but they desire nothing more. 


Mr. A. J. BAL! OUR: Our Bill goes as 
near as any scheme that may be devised 
in leaving it to the parents to decide. 
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If the parents prefer sending their 
children to a Church school then tt 


lets them prefer a Church school. 


Mr. BRYCE: Of course, | am 


ignorance of the exact pro\ ) 
Bill, anc [ will not pursue 
furi ; I hove we shall t 


right hon. Gentleman’s 

just fied It appeared 

rg ion. Gentleman re 

th ~ that there w 

and | take a different view. 

Mu. A.J. BALFOUR: [wou 

pom it to the right 

that a w no distin 

desire ‘ rents tol 

tea uid their des 

na i ny, or, Wi 

tei ! V wished 

on | ey must consi i 
rel n whicheve: 

W 


Mr. BRYCE: I think 
cul will be found in « 
diff schools, where 
il ) port one 
g de ditiiceu 
In er nin ¥ TOTO le 
Ther was question | 
Lord the Member for So 
which | k was not i 
this: Do th Bill pr 
new educational author 


This is 
Does it 


endowments 


Importance 


ot submitting schemes 
Management ! There 
number of small endow: 


country besides the dis 

schools and grammar sci: 

sunk to the level of element.: 

these schools were got int) 

the local authority, a great eal might be 
saved. It is important that this powe 
should be given, and if any hon. Members 
from Wales are present, | should like to 
ask if this is not a power which they 
would like to see passed into law. Nothing 
was said by the right hon. Gentleman 
as to a provision for the representation of 
women on the new educational authorities. 
It is of increasing importance that women 
should be placed on these authorities. 
They are not eligible for County Councils 
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considering how important it is that they 


upon this authority, that a pre- 


} | 


mn should be introduced stipulating 
presence of a certain number of 

\ on the Edueational Committee. 
I pi ) nnission whieh I see in the 
t , besides the one L hav referred to 
ub ti lowments, is that nothing is 

» create better local areas. The 

I | bow j area if the 
n ou is to lertake the work. 
receiv wer to re- 

ural areas, 

i" ul sof managers 
here a large 
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e i hardl 

se. If | 

(tentlema 

lous will come 
rhe | ithe Treasury 
s S pia I i the noble 
) S { for lin Perhaps 
me what w happen it local 

pie withdraw their subseviptions from 
e Voluntarv School. Will it be sup- 
i by the County ¢ ut of the 
i sf in that case it will cease to be a 
Voluntary School. What guarantee is 


ken against action of that kind on the 
who may feel that 


they would be glad to be relieved from 


part of subscribers, 
the intolerable strain under which they 
have been suffering. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmitron, Middlesex, 
Kaling): I think the right hon. Gentleman 
has misunderstood the explanation of the 


or Borough Councils, and I would submit, ; Bill. 
VOL. CV. 


[FourTH SERIEs. | 
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Mr BRYCE: The Bill is certainly a 
most complicated one, and it is not possible 
to follow all the details. This is a diffi- 
culty which is shared by others. We 
want to know what security there is, 
and that there will be a motive for 
keeping up the subscriptions ; and, there- 
fore, that we shall not land the county 


authority in the very heavy charge 


which would devolve upon it if the sub- 
scriptions were withdrawn, and if it 
were obliged to support the school itself. 
[ cannot help wishing, when I think of 
all the numerous difficulties which will 
beset us in endeavouring at every stage 
of the Bill to bring it into proper form, so 
far at least as elementary education is 
concerned, that the Government had 
been content to make it a Secondary 
Education Bill. If 
Secondary Education Bill we could have 
passed it with comparative ease, and a 
great instalment would have been won 
for which the country has long been 
waiting. As the proposals stand, I am 
afraid we will find that many unforeseen 
difficulties will emerge and _ serious 
prospects of friction. 
without expressing any opinion, which 
would be premature, as to whether we 
shall be able to support the Bill or not, 
L can, at all events, echo what was said 


by the First Lord of the Treasury—that | 


the need is great, and that we are all 
anxious to join in endeavouring to pass 
some measure which will meet that need. 
I hope the debates will proceed on 
educational lines, avoiding argument 
from the denominational, the School 
Board, or the County Council point of 
view ; and that we will consider through- 
out not what will be for the advantage 
of any particular body of persons, or any 
particular religious denomination, but 
solely what will be for the interests of 
the children themselves and 
country. 
nothing more than they do upon the 
provision of a far ampler and higher pro- 
vision than we have yet been able to 


make for an education thoroughly good | 


from top to bottom. 


(10.52.) Tut ATTORNEY GENERAL | 


(Sir Ropert Finvay, Inverness Burghs): 
I sincerely regret that the Vice President 
of the Council is, owing to illness, absent 
this evening. In his absence I shall 


{COMMONS} 


it had been a/| 


Be that as it may, | 
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-endeavour to deal with some of the 
| points raised in the course of the debate. 
‘I think my right hon. friend who has 
| just sat down is hardly in accord with 
| the general sense of the House, when he 
suggests that the Bill might properly 
| have been confined to secondary educa. 
| tion. If there is one point on which the 
whole House is united, it is to regard as 
| the great merit of the Bill, the fact that 
it endeavours to deal with primary and 
secondary education as one organic whole, 
| I trust that whatever alteration may he 
made in the Bill, the Government will be 
faithful to the great principle that there 
should be one authority dealing with the 
whole subject of education. The difi- 
culties suggested by my right hon. friend 
‘the Member for South Aberdeen seen 
almost interminable. 


Mr. BRYCE: 
with difficulties. 


The subject _ bristles 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The subject 
bristles with difficulties, but in the 
hands of my right hon. friend, thee 
difficulties become absolutely insuperable, 
and such as would make any Government, 
even one of which the right hon. Gentle. 
man himself might be a Member, give up 
in despair. We do not regard the sub- 
ject as presenting difficulties so insuper- 
able, but we believe the difficulties may 
be surmounted. Everyone in the Hous 
is agreed that the authorities proposed in 
the Bill are admirably qualified to deal 
with secondary education, and have 
proved their qualifications by the manner 
in which they have dealt with technical 
education. Questions have been asked 
what will be done to provide secondary 
education in every part of the country. 
The answer is very simple. We give the 
local authority power to provide secondary 
education. 


of the | 
These interests depend on, 


Mr. BRYCE: Is the duty throm 
upon them of using that power ! 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : Certainly it! 
| their duty to exercise the power conferre 
upon them ; but a certain amount of ds 
cretion must be left to them. The san 
‘authority* has power to make provisi0 
for the education of the teacher. The) 
‘have also a most valuable power wit} 
‘regard to secondary education in th 
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power to combine. In the domain of | system of School Boards or something 
primary education there is one topic sug- | equivalent to them all over the country ! 
estive of controversy. It has created a| Surely the sensible course is that which 
good deal of feeling in the past. That is | was explained by my right hon. friend 
the question of denominational schools. | when he introduced this Bill. It is to 
For some mysterious reason which, I | recognise the fact of the existence of the 
think has not been grasped in every part | voluntary schools, and to refrain from 
of the House, the demand for denomina-) jnterfering with their right to give 
tional schools has been represented as | distinctive religious teaching, to utilise 
confined to Roman Catholics. | them for the purpose of secular education, 
and, so far as secular education is con- 
cerned, to put them under the control of 
local authority, so that the local 


(England and Wales). 


Mr. BRYCE: I said that the isin’ 
Catholic laity no doubt had desired de- | a 


nominational schools, but that an | authority will be able to say that the 
exceedingly small percentage of the secular education which is to be paid for 


Protestant laity had that desire. | out of the rates shall be a thoroughly 
| good and efficient education. Surely 
That is that is the course of wisdom, and any 
‘idea of throwing these schools over in 
_order that you may start a system of 
what would be generally understood as 
board schools all over the country is 
a. Seiileainmate mien ani . ,.| not a matter of practical politics at all. 
s vi X Nii $ s ar ln ° ° y e 
m ROBI RT FINI AY : Does the right The question we are asked is: What is 
jon. Gentleman think we are dealing with . 
aro x Wace 'to be done with the rate throughout the 
the elergy in these matters ? We are deal- | Kain uate uneient Wak « 
ing with the demands of the laity with | ©’ eng canr ercounnoenger iy. wand 
* far as the maintenance of schools under 


regard to the education of their children. | ; [ak te teal Reaiee 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say that |*h@ control of the local authority, 
hitherto known as_ board 


in Scotland the demand for distinctive | whether i” ; 
religious teaching in the schools is con- | schools or voluntary schools, but which, 


fined to Roman Catholics. My friends | henceforth, will be carried on under the 
will admit that the strongest desire exists | Control of the tocal authority, so far as 
in Scotland for distinctive _ religious | secular education is concerned—so far as 
teaching | the expense of maintenance is concerned, 
: ‘itis an expense that will be borne by the 
|rate—out of the county rate or the 
|borough rate as the case may be. So 
Sin ROBERT FINLAY : Ithink it wil | ° *% the cost of buildings is concerned 
be generally admitted that it does. I am | paid “oe and cee gg ee 
surprised to hear even a doubt expressed Te 
by the right hon. Gentleman. If it exists | Should be borne in the case of denomina- 
in Scotland does it not exist in England ? | tional schools by those who are interested 
To what other cause has been due the! in the maintenance of such schools, and 

in the case of other schools by the 


maintenance, in the face of great difficul- 
| district for which the schools are par- 


sir ROBERT FINLAY: 
exactly what I said. 


Mr. BRYCE: No, I said laity. 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not think it does. 


ties and competition, of these voluntary 


schools. These voluntary schools form 
two-thirds of the elementary schools of 
England, and in these a majority of the 
children are at present educated. They 
have been kept up by the feeling that there 
was on the part of parents, a great demand 
for distinctive religious teaching in the 
schools, and we are face to face with the 
fact that the majority of the elementary 
schools in England are denominational 
schools. How are you going to deal with 
these schools? Are you going to close 
them all and establish a universal 





7 





ticularly intended. The subscriptions to 
which the right hon. Gentleman referred 
will be wanted for that purpose. The 
maintenance of the schools, voluntary 
and board, will pass to the rates of the 
district for which the local authority 
exists, and the control of secondary 
education will also be vested in the local 
authority working throug’ managers, on 
which body they will be adequately 
represented. 
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Mr. BRYCE: Do I understand the 
Attorney General to say that the only 
purpose for which the subscriptions will 
be wanted will be the maintenance and 


epair of buildings ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: And any 
necessary alterations, of course. If there 
are any necessary additions in the shape 
of new buildings, these must be borne 
by those interested in the maintenance 
ot schools of that kind. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


account ? 


Is there to be a separate 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Of course 
there must be a separate account if the 
cost of the building is to be defrayed in 
that way. Of course those who erect the 
bui dings will keep their own account. 
The right hon. Gentleman asked a ques- 
tion with regard to the constitution of 
the committee—as to how the nominated 
members were to be appointed. Tht is 
u inatter with regard to which we have 
not thought it at all desirable to go into 
detats. The constitution of the com- 
i ttee will be left in the scheme which 
will be settled after the greatest possible 
publicity has been given to the proposal 
to have such a scheme and will make 
provision for local wants and _ local 
desires and for the representation on the 
committee of all those who may be 
svecially qualified to give advice as to 
the educational wants of the locality. 
Primary and secondary education ought 
to be co-ordinate, but there is nothing 
in this Bill to prevent the education 
authority having two committees, one 
to deal more especially with secondary 
education, and the other more especially 
with primary education. The right 
hon. Gentleman asked what the re- 
lations will be between the committee 
and the local authority. With the 
local authority, of course, will rest the 
power of the purse, and the local 
authority may refuse to make any rate 
if it disapprov es of any proposal of the 
committee. But the power of the local 
authority will be exercised through the 
committee, and, ordinarily speaking, I 
should say certainly that the decision of 
the committee will be the decision which 
will be carried into effect. The proposal | 


(COMMONS) 
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is that the power conferred on the 
local authority shall be exercised through 
the Statutory Committee, and that 
the Statutory Committee will be brought 
to arrive at a determination which will 
represent the desire of the local authority, 
in the way I have described. The right 
hon. Gentleman said we were constitut- 
ing a number of miniature education 
departments through the country. | 
venture to think that one of the great 
evils we have to deal with is the fact 
that we have one great central education 
department face to face with a number 
of small local bodies, and that a great 
deal of unnecessary work and _ friction 
has resulted from that state of things. 
If we distribute the work of the 
central department among a number 
of education departments scattered 
throughout the country, we will be 
doing a very good work indeed. We 
will create a local authority familiar with 
the desires and wants of the district 
who will work under the superinten- 
dence of a central authority, and that 
work will great deal better done 
than by a number of small authorities 
face to face with the central authority. 
Another difficulty suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman— 


be a 


Mr. BRYCE: [I hope the Attorney 


General does not think that I have 
suggested difficulties for the sake of 


difficulties. I have suggested difficulties, 
because I think the best thing we all 
can do is to put the different points as 
they appear to us, though not by any 
means in a captious spirit. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 


has approached this matter in any cap 
tious spirit. 1] am very much obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman, and | only 
desire to relieve his mind with respect to 
some of the difficulties which he 
imagined. One difficulty which he 
suggested, and especially pressed, w 8 


this. He said that if we have County 
Councils and Borough Councils as 
the authorities we will find that 


the work will fall into the hands of 
permanent officials. I venture to 
say that if there is one thing which the 
history of the County Councils has shown, 
it is that the work has not been 





949 


alloy 
man 
nor 
bef 
the 
resu 
perr 
Tl 
Iw 
ferri 
the 
the 
rega 
und 
man 
deer 
mus 
and 
we 
whe 
mat 
syst 
ther 
rect 
stan 
syst 
the 
for 
pen 
obje 
is t 
like 
and 
dest 
tact 
wit 
is a 
dete 
to 
legi 
tha 
that 
Mid 
the 
the 
inst 
Boa 
ma 
han 
agr 
mot 
wer 
whi 
am 
aut 
ties 
can 
con 











948 


the 
ugh 
hat 
ght 
will 
ity, 
ght 
tut- 
tion 
| 
reat 
fact 
‘ion 
ber 
reat 
ron 
1gs. 
the 
ber 
red 
be 
We 
vith 
rict 
en- 
hat 
one 
ties 
ity. 
oht 


ney 
ave 
ol 


as 
all 
; as 
iny 


not 
yan 
‘ap 
| to 
nly 
L to 
he 
he 
v 8 
nty 
as 
hat 
of 


the 


wn, 








949 Education 


allowed to fall into the hands of per- 
manent officials. Neither in Borough 
nor in County Councils can anything 
be found to justify the apprehension ot 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
result will be to hand over education to 
permanent officials. 


There is only one other subject which 
[ will deal with—the propriety of con- 
ferring on local authorities throughout 
the country the option of adopting 
the provisions of this Bill with 
regard to elementary education. 1! 
understood the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Aber- 
deen to say that surely one system 
must be right and the other wrong, 
and that we ought to select the system 
we think right, and impose it on the 
whole country. IL quite agree, as a 
matter of abstract logic, that one 
system is better than the other, but 
there is no such thing as absolute cor- 
rectness apart from the special cireum- 
stances of the case; and although one 
system may be better than another in 
the abstract, it is not necessarily better 
for a particular locality if it so hap 
pened that that particular locality 
objects to it. It is not what in theory 
is the best system, but what system is 
likely to be the best in a particular locality, 
and in determining that question the 
desire of the locality is a most important 
factor. I am quite unable to agree 
with the proposition that Parliament 
is abrogating its functions if we do not 
determine which is the better system 
to be applied, and by hard and fast 
legislation to secure the adoption of 
that system. It has been suggested 
that in many of the large towns in the 
Midlands and the North of England, 
the people may be averse to adopting 
the control of the Borough Councils, 
instead of the control of the School 
Boards which had worked so well in 
many of these towns. On the other 
hand, there seems to be pretty general 
agreement that it would be an enor- 
mous advantage if the County Councils 
were to take over the work of education, 
which is at present scattered about 
among a number of small local 
authorities, where these local authori- 
ties, indeed, exist at all. Surely we 
cannot prepare two schedules, one 
containing the localities where the Act 
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ought to be applied compulsorily as 
regards elementary education, and the 
other containing localities where it 
should not be applied at all. Surely the 
sensible course is that which has been in- 
dicated by my right hon. friend, namely. 
to leave it to the local authority to 
decide the matter for itself. Every pre- 
caution will be taken to secure that a 
decision is to be arrived at only after 
mature consideration. Every facility 
will be offered to advertise the proposal 
sufficiently, and then, and then only, 
will the local authority proceed to decide 
on it. I am sure that every one 
feels that the present system under 
which a School Board determines how 
much should be spent on education, but 
is not the rating authority itself, and 
cannot take a compreiensive survey of 
the whole budget of the rating authority, 
is open to strong objection ; but we do 
not feel so strong an objection to it that, 
whether the locality wants i! or not, 
it should be forthwith aboli shed. 

We believe the proposils of this Bill to 
be the best for the purpose of s curing a 
partial acceptance of provisions calculated 
to promote the cause of education. 
Compulsion is a word that rather stinks 
in the nostrils of the people of this 
country. I could not help being reminded 
while the right hon. Gentleman was 
speaking of the result of compulsion in 
a different direction. By the famous 
‘** Book of Sports,” it was attempted to 
make the people play games on Sundays, 
but the chief result was increas 
stringency on Sundays. If we say thet 
this system is to be adopted we will be 
very apt to provoke reaction, but if w+ 
suggest a system which we believe to be 
the best we will be in the way of 
achieving the best result. I have 
endeavoured to deal with the various 
points suggested in the course of the 
debate. My right hon. friend has every 
reason to be satisfed with the way the Bill 
has been generally received, and | trust 
that many of the doubts and difficulties 
which have been expressed will disappear 
when the Bill is seen. 


(11.12.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland): My only excuse for stand- 
ing between hon. Members who wish to 
address the House on this Bill and the 
House is that I am the representative in 
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Great Britian whose educational interests 
will be very much affected by the 
proposals in this measure. I remember 
when two or three years ago I raised 
the Catholic claim for educational 
equality, I ielt I was like one speaking 
alone, but I am glad that I have lived 
to see the day when the principles for 
which I then contended are not only 
acknowledged in the measure which has 
been brought in by the Government, but 
also acknowledged by some of the speakers 
from the Liberal benches, notably the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen. Itis only of the Catholic 
claim that I intend mainly to speak; 
but I do not think that the House will 
be surprised when I say that it will be 
perfectly impossible for me to pledge 
myself to the details of a measure so com- 
plicated as that which has been brought 
in by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
because although we had a very lucid 
exposition from the right hon. Gentle- 
man, we are still in a considerable state 
of ignorance regarding it. Two things itis 
only right tosay. One is that ina measure 
dealing with so supremely important a 
question as that of education is a measure 
which will require a considerable amount 
of legitimate and searching discussion, 
and, therefore, I am sure that the right 
hon. Gentleman himself will feel that it 
is a Bill which must be dissected and 
minutely analysed, without any desire, 
however, to meet it in a hard or too 
critical or censorious a spirit. The fate 


of the Bill will really depend on the | 


manner in which it is approached both 
by the Government and the Opposition. 
If the Government adopt a hard and fast 
line in refusing to consider important 
amendments, they will be themselves in 
that way obstructing the progress of the 
Bill. 


With regard to the Catholic case it is 
very simple. I may define it as coming 
to this:—That a population which to a 
large extent is the poorest, taking the 
whole population of the country, and 
which is also the population which is as 
anxious, if not more anxious, to get 
education than any other class in the 
community, is yet more severely taxed 
for education than any other portion of 
the people. I have often mentioned the 
case of my own constituency. There 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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| of dockers. Everyone knows that those 
_who work in the docks are not only paid 
a small wage, but, what is more difficult, 
they are paid a precarious wage, and yet 
the extraordinary state of things exists in 
my constituency that these dockers at 
the same time that they are compelled to 
_ pay out of their small wage a tax for the 
School Board schools of their Protestant 
fellow-citizens, pay also a voluntary tax 
|in support of the schools of their own 
| demonination. What I say of Liverpool 
applies to the Catholic community in 
| every other large centre of population. 
_Take some of the districts in London. 
| There are districts in London in which 
'the population consist largely of Irish 
dockers, and these dockers are compelled 
_ out of their small weekly wage, sometimes 
by small weekly subscriptions, to build 
| their churches, and build, and largely 
/support their schools. I do not think 
that anyone in this House, whatever his 
| religious convictions may be—even the 
|/hon. Member for South Belfast—will 
| deny a meed of praise and recognition to 
| those poor Irish Catholics for the heroic 
| self-sacrifice with which they have main- 
| tained their churches and schools. [Mr. 
| WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.) : Hear, 
| hear.] I am glad to have got perhaps the 
first recognition which the hon. Member 
for South Belfast has ever given to the 
Church against which he had devoted the 
greater part of his political life. ‘These 
poor Catholics have, by subscribing 1d. 
or 2d. or 3d. every week, to maintain, for 
the most part, their schools. The con- 
sequence is that in many instances the 
voluntary school is an inferior school to 
the board school. The board school has 
the rates behind it; whereas the Irish 
| Catholic school, except in a few towns, 
‘has only the pence of the Irish poor 
behind it. That is naturally an unequal 
/competition. I remember when Mr. 
Acland was in office, although he was 
| man of very strong convictions on educa- 
tional questions, he yet desired, so far as 
/he could, to meet the views of Irish 
| Catholics with regard to their schools, and 
| I was constantly placed in this position. 
|I would be asked by people in my own 
|constituency to protest against some of 
'the alterations which Mr. Acland as the 
/head of his Department, demanded in 
‘Irish Catholic school buildings. These 


schools were insufficiently ventilated, the 
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furniture was bad, and very often the san- | 
itation was bad. Mr. Acland was fre-' 
quently compelled to place myself and the 

school teachers in this dilemma. He 

would say, “Either I must put your! 
school to the expense which these small 

yoluntary subscriptions will not enable it | 
to bear, or I must allow a state of things 

to go on which I think to be injurious to 

the physical health of the children.” That 

was a painful and pathetic dilemma for an 

Irish Catholic working man. He had to 

send his child to an inferior or unhealthy 

school, rather than send him to a better 

equipped school which belonged to 

another religious denomination. That 

was a state of things which obviously 
could not continue, and I appreciate that 
the measure of the right hon. Gentleman 
fully recognises all this gross and unfair 
inequality, and that he desires to put an 
end to it. So far, I think, the Bill is en- 
titled to a welcome on behalf of those who 
have put forward the claim of the Irish 
Catholic schools. I agree with hon. 

Members that some of the methods by 
which the right hon. Gentleman _pro- 
poses to carry out his scheme are open to 
criticism, and ought to be carefully scru- 
tinised. On behalf of my hon. friends, I 
will say that Irish Catholics in this House 
who are determined, so far as they can, 
to get absolute equality for their own 
schools, will not join in any effort to in- 
flict injustice on the schools of any other | 
community in the country. These are 

the lines on which I think it is safe for | 
me at this moment to speak with regard 

to this Bill, and I hope that the Govern- | 
ment, by a spirit of conciliation, and by a 

desire to treat this question in the broad | 
and national spirit, will be able to pass | 
this measure with practically universal 

assent, and that a vexed question will be 

settled for ever, and will be removed from 

the sphere of controversy. 
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Education Act passed thirty years ago. I 
wish to devote the very few minutes 
during which I will trouble the House 
to pointing out, very generally, the most 
pressing needs of our educational 
system at the present moment, which 
ought, if possible, to be supplied by the 
present Bill. In the first place, we 
certainly want more decentralisation. 
The Board of Education is overwhelmed 
with petty details, and it has conse- 
quently very little time to devote to 
those large problems on which the 
country desires its guidance ; and any 
measure that tends to create strong local 
authorities which shall relieve the central 
office of some of those details, ought to be 
welcomed in the interests of good educa- 
tion. Then what do we require for our 
Secondary Education Department? An 
educational authority which shall have 
executive power and permanent funds. 
I attach very great importance to the 


question of funds for secondary educa- 


tion. At present they occupy a very 
precarious position, and are not on a 
proper foundation on which to base a 
great system of secondary education. 
We want a larger area for secondary 
education, because we want enlightened 
administration, and we want such an 
area as will be suitable to those large 
institutions which we desire to see. 
Finally, inthis matter we want extended 
power. It is true that the field of 
technical instruction does already cover 
about two-thirds of the field of educa- 
tion, but does not cover the whole of it. 


Then, as regards elementary education, 


we want our Voluntary Schools like our 
Board Schools to be thoroughly etticient. 
I believe myself there is only one way 
that this can be permanently secured, 
either from the point of view of the local 


authority or from that of. the Voluntary 


School manager, and that is by putting 


(11.26.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
(Somersetshire, E.): I would not venture 
to speak at this late hour were it not 
that for many years past I have taken 
4 great interest in this particular ques- 
tion, and that I desire to say one 
word of welcome to a measure which 
is evidently drawn on bold, comprehen- 
sive, and  statesmanlike lines, and | 
which, if it obtains that approval | 
which I hope it will obtain, promises 
to be a fitting complement to the great 


this question. 


the ultimate responsibility on public 
funds. No system of doles, whether of 
rate aid or State aid, will ever give 
permanent relief to the managers of 
Voluntary Schools or permanently settle 
Experience has shown 
that very clearly, and, therefore, it is all 
important that the ultimate financial 
responsibility shall be a public body. 
The attempt which was made in 1897 to 
assist our Voluntary Schools has proved | 
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[ think, to have been to a great extent 
unsuccesstul. ‘The associations which 
were created in that year have been only 
used machinery for distributing 
funds. Ifthe buildings are provided by 
the denomination, they may, at any rate, 
claim a voice in the appointment of the 
teachers who give the religious teaching, 
and if the managers are relieved of ulti- 
mate financial responsibility, they must 


as 


in return accept real control by the 
rating body. ‘The value of the appoint- 
ment of certain managers by the 


county authority has been somewhat 
questioned in the course of this debate. 
Speaking on this matter with 
xperience of county administration, we 
have always found, in my own particular 
county, in the analogous case of secondary 
schools, that the governors appointed have 
heen of the greatest use in explaining to 
the governing body the views of the 
county authorities. I must, however, 
point out what [ consider a most serious 
anomaly, and that is that the scheme, as 
it stands, is purely and simply a scheme of 
local option in the field of secondary 
education. The county authority, as | 
understand, need not spend a 
penny on higher education unless they 
ike. They have no definite obligation 
thrown on them, and, therefore, if they 
choose they need not spend a_ single 
penny. Then we are told that none of 
them, unless they lke, need take over 
control of the elementary schools. Surely 

the Government have come to the 
conclusion that there should be one 
authority for elementary and higher 
education, they ought not to be afraid of 
applying that great principle throughout 
the country. If it is anything, the scheme 
is ascheme of constructive statesmanship, 
and surely the Government ought to be 
thle to decide whether it is or it is not suit- 
able in ditferent parts of the country. Take 
« county with a number of small School 
Boards and Voluntary School managers ; 
there is no organisation or connecting link 
between them, and the result will be, if 
the Bill is passed in its present shape, that 
our system of elementary education will be 
even more chaotic for some years to come 
than it is at present. We shall have 
‘onflicts and disputes between the rate- 
the hand, who do 
not want to increase the rates, and the 
managers on the other who want to get 
ihe same financial assistance for their 


Mr. Henry Hebhouse. 


some 


single 


payers, on one 
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schoo!s that the managers in the neigh- 
bouring counties receive. We shall have 
still more deplorable contlicts between the 
party which wishes to aid sectarian 
eduezt on, and the party which objects on 
principle to giving it any aid at all, 
Surely, in the interest of good and 
peaceful local administration, you will not 
leave this question unsolved. But there 
is a further ebjection to this scheme of 
Are voluntary schools in 
one county to have all financial responsi- 
bility removed from their shoulders, and 
put on the shoulders of the ratepayers, 
whereas the voluntary schools in the 
neighbouring county are to be denied any 
rate aid whatever? Surely that is not 
fair to one party or to the other; and [ 
sincerely hope it will be reconsidered 
before the Bill is passed into law. With 
this great exception, I regard the Govern- 
ment scheme as most promising. It will 
attacked, of course, on the one 
hand by those who care more for the 
rates than for education ; and, on the 
other, by those who care more for 
denominationalism, than the interests of 
education ; but if the Government stick 
to their guns I believe they will be able 
to carry this scheme with the general 
approbation of moderate men in this 
country, who desire to education 
improved, and who think that that im- 
provement has been too long delayed. 
They will approve of the Government 
proposal being made the principal 
measure of the session, a measure which 
for their own credit, having regard to 
former failures, they cannot afford to 
drop, notwithstanding the other great 
questions which may come before us, 
and I trust that they will find ample 


local option. 


he 


see 


time to bring it to the satisfactory 
solution. 
*(11.40.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON 


(Yorkshire, W. R., Morley): The hon. 
Member for East Somersetshire ’ has, I 
think, hit upon one of the great blots of 
the proposals laid before us_ by the First 
Lord of the Treasury, One of the great 
merits of the Bill, as it was explained to 
us, was that it would do away with all 
denominational or theological squabbles 
in the matter of education. The right 
hon. Gentleman deplored, and | think 
rightly deplored, the religious difficulties 
which abound in regard to a School 
Board election, but he told us that 
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these proposals were to get rid of those 








down said, if we have been troubled in 
the past we are likely to be troubled a 


great deal more in the future. This | 


new authority is to be optional. The 
frst thing that will happen is that there 
vill be an agitation in every county, in 
every county borough, in every borough 
over 20,000, in every urban district over 
10,000, as to whether the scheme shall 
be adopted. 


What is the main point of the scheme ? 
[t is rate aid to voluntary schools. 
Whether this scheme is to be adopted 
vill turn on the question: Is rate aid to 
be given to denominational schools or 
not? What more could you do to in- 
troduce the denominational squabbles 
which the right hon. Gentleman de- 
plored Ifthe matter were decided in 
one year one way, the agitation would 
goon just the same in the following 
year. Everybody would be dissatisfied, 
wd new agitations would be set up year 
alter year, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My point is 
that when the Act is adopted it will stop 
wligious strife. I never suggested that 
that would happen unless the Act was 
adopted. 


*Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: I can 
asure the right hon. Gentleman 
that there will be many bitter 


ights indeed in a great number of 
places on theological questions after 
the Act is adopted. The hon. and 
larned Gentleman the Attorney 
leneral made a vigorous speech in 


support of the proposal, and he seemed | 


somewhat puzzled how to explain the 
continued existence of such a large 
number of voluntary schools in this 


country; and he put it down to the! 


attachment the people had to denomina- 
tional teaching. I can assure the hon. 
Gentleman that 
country that is not the case. 


The 


great, but it is not because people are 





{24 Marcu 1902} 


at all. 
in my part of the, 


attachment to these schools is very 


partial to any particular doctrine, it is | 
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| because they fear a School Board rate. 
vligious difficulties and that we were to| People who hate rates will hate them 
have none of the religious wrangles to| just as much as they hate the board 
which we have been accustomed. But schools, and the denominational schools 
as the hon Gentleman who has just sat | 


will become as unpopular as the board 
schools have been, and you will have 
all the difficulties and wrangles in the 
future that you have had in the past. 
I am afraid the right hon. Gentleman 
is very much mistaken if he thinks he 
is doing anything to remove the re- 
ligious difficulty; on the contrary, he 
has done a great deal to introduce it 
into questions where it has never before 
been known or discussed. 


The right hon. Gentleman says that 
when the Act is adopted all these difti- 
culties will disappear. I am not inclined 
to agree with him. In the first place 
there will be various discussions as to 
whether there is sufficient demand to 
justify a school being built. That will 
introduce theological wrangles, and you 
will have different schools fighting one 
against the other, because they will be 
not only fighting for their own de- 
nominational interests, but they will 
be fighting against the interests of the 
community as far as expenses are con- 
cerned. We know periectly well that 
a small school is most expensive to keep 
up. You are expected to have a cer- 
tificated teacher in each school, and 
that adds to the expense ; and, besides, 
you will have to multiply your teachers. 
Whereas one school might supply 200 


or 500 scholars, if you have two schools 


it would mean a double staff all round. 
So that even if the Act were adopted, 
wrangles of this kind would still con- 
tinue. In this respect, the proposals 
in the Bill before us are simply an 
adoption of the demands of Convocation. 
Every demand put forward by the 
Archbishop in his Resolution at Con- 
vocation has been adopted—rate aid, 
one-third control, and so on. We are 
told that this one-third control is to be 
“absolute mastery,” but | maintain 
that it will be only a shadowy sort of 
control, and not worth speaking about 
The absolute control is to re- 
main in the County Council. We know 
that the County Council cannot manage 
every small school throughout the 
whole county district, and whether 
you speak of the County Council, or 
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the District Council, or the Borough 
Council, the control will be anything 
but absolute, and the “ mastery” will 
not exist at all. If there is one parti- 
cular in which it is more important 
to have control than anything else, 
it is with regard to the teaching, 
and that is the one matter that is 
withheld from this authority that is | 
to have absolute “ mastery.” A man | 
has been trained at the expense of the 
State, and his salary and pension are 
paid by the State; and yet his appoint- 
ment and dismissal are to be the one 
question that is to be withheld from this 
new authority. Ido not think it is 
fair either to the teacher or to the 
scholar or to the people who find the 
money that this most important piece of 
machinery should be withheld from the 
new authority.$ 


Education 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They will have 
a veto. 





*Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: Are they | 
to control the conditions which may be | 
laid down with regard to the appoint- | 
ment of teachers? Suppose the body of | 
managers wished to secure the services of | 
a teacher outside the day school, can the | 
authority sanction that additional em- | 
ployment? The veto is only with 
regard to the appointment. It does not | 
affect the dismissal, and it is the dismissal | 
that is often far more important than | 
the appointment. Many dismissals are | 
often made on grounds entirely in- | 
sufficient, and on grounds that have | 
nothing to do with education, yet this 
authority with “complete mastery” is | 
to have no control with regard to dis- | 
missal, but only control with regard to 
appointment. 


With regard to elementary education at 
any rate, the right hon. Gentleman is rais- 
ing questions under this Bill which I think 
he would have been well advised to have 
left alone. I think it isa most extra- 
ordinary thing that every Member who 
has spoken as to School Boards, has 
praised their work, and yet has concluded 
with the remark that they should be 
abolished. We are told that the County 
Council has done such splendid work 
that it would be impossible to withdraw 
that work from them. Cannot the samo 
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be said of the School Boards with far 


greater effect? In most of the towns 
that I know the Councils do not do 


this work. "They receive the whiskey 
money and divide it up; they distribute 


| the money to other bodies to administer, 


We are told that the School Boards 
ought not to be allowed to do this work 
without the controlling veto of the rating 
authority, and yet you are going to 
make a proposal that the managers of 
every voluntary school shall be able to 
make a precept on the authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg pardon. 


*Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: I think] 
have shown that it is impossible for a 
County Council to enter into all the 
details of management of every school in 
the county. There are sometimes 500 
denominational schools in one county. 
How is it possible for the County Council 
to administer the affairs of all those 
schools and to say that the School Board 
shall not have control ? 


The new authority is not one that 
commends itself to my mind. I should 
not care now to discuss it in detail, but 
one or two things I want to say with 
regard to its duty as the secondary 
education authority. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred, in very suitable 
terms, to the need of more training 
colleges. The County Councils are to 
be limited in the first place at any 
ratetoa twopenny rate for secondary 
education. What are they to do with 
that? They will have the higher grade 
schools to carry on; they will have the 
evening schools to carry on; they will 
have the training colleges to carry on, and 
they will have the pupil teachers’ centres 
tocarry on. How are we to expect them 
with their twopenny rate to start commer- 
cial schools and secondary schools which 
will carry on the children to higher 





Mr. Alfred Hutton. 
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any member has yet spoken from the 
County Council point of view. I am 
strongly of opinion that the County 
Councils of England will be found quite 
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education? The twopenny rate will 
not suffice for those functions which are 
slready laid upon them, not to speak of 








anything else. 





capable of undertaking and willing to 


| undertake this work. The only thing I 


When the right hon. Gentlemen com- 
pares the work done in Wales with the ; 7 
| regret is that the Bill is permissive. I 


work that he hopes will be done in| ““8°”" 
England, he must remember that the | think it would be very much better to 


Welsh County Councils receive on certain | '™Pose these duties at once upon the 
| County Councils. I have always advo- 


cated in the management of my own 
County Council that we should not be- 


conditions a certain sum of money equal 
toa half-penny rate, and that, I believe, 
has been the reason why such good work | 
has followed on the establishment of the | come a political body ; that we should 


new Welsh county authority. I do not | regard ourselves purely as an adminis- 


see how County Councils can be expected | Tative body, and should do our best to 


to accomplish the work that they ought | discharge any duties imposed upon us. 
todo and that we want them to do. | /f this Bill is made permissive we shall 


Thereis no incentive in this Bill for ave at once to discuss the matter from 
hem to do it. At least we might | the political and social point of view# 
have expected that there would have which I should deprecate very much in 
been a corresponding incentive provided | deed. In my county we have been look- 








in this case to that provided in the case 
of Wales. We might have had some- 
thing to show the direction in which 
eforts ought to be made as to standare‘ 
4s to minimum of supply, and as to the 
needs of the district which the new 
authority had to deal with, None 
of these things are inserted in the 
Bil. There is every temptation for the 
authority to remain stationary and to 
refrain from making new effort or enter- 
ing on the work which is really sorely 
needed. I am afraid that in regard to 
secondary, as in regard to elementary 
education, the Bill will do more to stereo- 
type the present state of things than to 
fulfil the hope that so many of us had 
expressed with regard to the co-ordina- 
tion and improvement of education which 
most of us desire. 


(11.54.) Si JOHN DORINGTON 
(Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury): I do not 
think that in the course of this debate 


ing forward to a Bill of this kind for 
many years, and I am satisfied that so 
far as my own county is concerned we 
‘shall readily undertake this work. We 
have already a good example before us 
in our Technical Education Committee, 
to which we have added all those persons 
inthe county who we thought were most 
capable of giving us assistance, and I 
may say that we have included women. 
» lhe only criticism that I have to make 
on the Bill is that the County Councils 
ought not to be tied down too tightly to 
a particular scheme. I believe the County 
Councils take a sufficiently broad view of 
their duties to justify their being trusted 
with discretion. Their interests are 
hardly ever sectional; they are drawn 
from much too large a district to allow 
such things to enter into the considera- 
tion of what they ought to do. I am 
satisfied that the 


quite County 





Councils generally will be inclined to 
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do all that is possible. 
to Borough Councils, 
ent 
East 


mentioned that County 


Member for 


not got to consider School Beards to the 


same extent as Borough Councils. 


Borough Councils might 


With regard | 
rather differ- 
The hon, 


considerations apply. 
Somersetshire 


Councils 
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has 


have 


The 


have School 


Boards covering the whole area covered 


by the new municipalities. 


not unfair or unreasonable, and I would 


I think it is Oi 2 
(11.58.) 


say it is not unwise, to allow this option 


to Borough (¢ 


covered or not. 


Abraham. 
Acland- 


Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
on Cp. Sir Alex. F. 
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not prolong my remarks. 


measure will in the course 


The House divided :—A yes, 176 ; 





express the hope that this Bill may pasg 
and that the discussions upon it may be 
continued as auspiciously as they have 
been begun this evening, and that the 


Question put. 


23. (Division List No. 86.) 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Delany, William 

Dickson, ey ag a 
Dighy, John K. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Goumouhe Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 


Darning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.( Mane. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Ed. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Michael(Lond. Univ 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir’ custusFrederick 
pee meg (Elgin& Nairn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Haim) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Hall, Edward Marshall 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid'x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm, 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, Jobn Patrick 
Heath, — Howard(Hanl'y 
Heath, James (Statlords.N.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightsie 


Jebb, Sir RichardClaverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 


Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wn. 
Lawrence, Joseph( Monmouth! 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gow er, FrederickN.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Brist’],S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


‘ Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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The time is getting so short that I wil] 
I will merely 





of this session 
find a place on the Statute-book. 





Noes, 





Mac 
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Mk 
Maj 
Max 
Mit 
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Niel 
Nice 
Nola 


Bi 
UB 
OB 
Occ 
OD 
OK 
OK 
0M. 
Orr- 


Mle 


Bean 
Bell, 


Brigs 


Dilk 


Elibe 


God¢ 


Grith 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
WArthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Wkillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’msto’ 
Morrel!, George Herbert 
Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 





Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


(Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,N) 
U'Brien, Patrick (hkilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0'Comor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

0'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
Mara, James 

Urr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. ,Stro‘d 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Brigg, John 


aD) 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Elibank, Master of 






Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 











it in. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


{24 Marcu 1902} 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Well’sley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


tatcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Stalybri’ge 
tidley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Roche, John 

Rolieston, Sir John F. L. 
Ktiopner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 


NOES. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lough, Thomas 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Rasch, Major Fredetic Carne 
Runciman, Walter 


(England and I¥ales). 
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Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([. of Wight) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheenan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith,H C(North’mb. T’neside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tully, Jasper 


Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. E (Tan ton 
Welby, SirCharlesG, E. (Notts) 
Whiteley,H.(As’ton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Hayes Fisher. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Kt.HnC.R.(N’rthan’s 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


Thomas, David Alfr’d( Merthyr 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merionet|) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring presented accordingly, and read the first 
ina Bill to make further provision with time; to be read a second time upon 
respect to education in England and Monday 7th April, and to be printed. 
Wales, and that Mr. Balfour, Sir John [Bill 138. ] 
Gorst, Mr. Walter Long, and Mr. | 


Attorney G ld epare and bring | 
os Oo 28 AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN- 


STRUCTION (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 


Tomake further provision with respect | without Amendment; Bill read the third 


to Education in England and Wales, | time, and passed. _ 


wow - 





967 Adjournment of {COMMONS} the House. 968 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. | I would very earnestly press on Gentle 
Considered in the Committee. men on both sides of the House to allow 
* (in the Committee.) the Motion to pass sub silentio or practi- 
§ (Me. Jerrrevs (Hampshire, N.) in| cally sub silentio. I do not think I need 
the Chair.] go into the matter at any length. 

/have done my best to put the hon, 

Clauses agreed to. Member for East Mayo exactly in the 
Scuepu.e. | position he would have been in had we 

(12.16.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- not begun the discussion of the rule 
shire, Mid) called attention to what he dealing with suspension. I quite admit 
considered the inadequate prices provided that that was not done at the request oj 
for billeting. At atime when proposals the hon. and learned Member opposite, 
were being made for increasing the pay °F a8 a favour to the Member for East 
of the soldier, it was appropriate to con. Mayo; it was done because it seemed to 
sider generally the question of the US to be the proper course to pursue: 
amount to be charged by the licensed But I would venture to suggest that, in 
victualler for billeting. With their these circumstances, the House should 


customary lack of foresight, the Govern- consent to look at the matter as it would 
ment had not noticed that the present have been looked at had the rule never 
Bill afforded the opportunity of dealing been touched, and that we should bk 
with this question. He simply rose to allowed to proceed just as we would have Mii 
intimate that this was a point that would proceeded under the old rule, so that the 
be raised in the future, and if, in the hon. Member for East Mayo may be 
next Army (Annual) Bill, the matter allowed to come back to the House with. 
was not remedied, there might be an all- 
night sitting to go into it. 


out any discussion as to the circumstances 
attending his suspension or as to the 
length of the penalty that ought o 
Schedule agreed to. ought not to be inflicted upon him. It 
would be for the convenience and dignity 
of the House that we should treat the 
question as it would have been treated 
LANGUR DUGEALS GARE TENE. except for the fact that the discussion 
Considered in Committee. of the rule had not been completed 
before the incident of Friday last. | 
believe this common-sense view of the 
Clause 1— | matter will commend itself to the Hous 
Committee report progress; to sit! senerally, and I earnestly trust that the 
again upon Tuesday, 8th April. | House will consent to follow the counsel 
which I respectfully tender to it. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; to 
be read the third time tomorrow. 


(In the Committee.) 


SUSPENSION OF Mr. DILLON 


20 MARCH, 1902). n . 
oe | Resolved, That the suspension of Mr 


(12.19.) Tes FIRST LORD o THE | Dillon, ordered on the 20th day ai 


TREASURY , (Mr. A. J. cnsci | March, do continue for one week from 
Manchester, E.) 7 In rising to move the ‘that date—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Resolution standing ay ee I do Adjourned at twenty-five minutes: 


not want to make a speech about it, but | after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 25th March, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
(harman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


\ORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 


BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
mmc. 


*sin ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, $.) 
sid he had a Motion on the Paper to 
pve the rejection of this Bill, upon the 
ound of the objection taken to it by 
bany residents in the North of London, 
ho were largely connected with the 
Press and Printing Trade and others, 
ho had heen greatly inconvenienced by 
ie cessation of the trams running half 
wirly during the night. Many of these 
ple had taken residences and arranged 
heir businesses because of the advantage 
fered by this line. But suddenly the 
ams ceased to run, and notwithstanding 
¢ respectful request that the service 
wuld be continued, the request was 
fused without adequate, or indeed 
ly, reason being assigned. In South 
don, the London County Council 
i ams through the night, and 

believed if a good service were 
tablished in North London, and a 
iicient time given to the experiment, it 
uid prove to be remunerative. The 
lipany refused to take that view, and 
therefore became necessary for the 
iple who felt aggrieved to bring the 
titer before the House, in order that if 
vileges were conferred upon the com- 
', they should be accompanied by 
‘able conditions in the interests of | 
‘public. The object of the Bill was 
luprove the service, which would be of | 
eit to those he particularly repre- 
Hed, and there was no disposition to. 


OL, CV. [FourtH SERIES. ] 


‘interfere with the public convenience. 


He was glad to be able to state, therefore, 
that as the result of negotiation, it had 


been arranged in the first place, to run 
| trams in the night as before. He hoped 
that it would be given a fair trial and 


believed that it would prove beneficial to 
the company. In the next place, the 
company had consented to an Instruction 
which appeared on the Paper, and which 
would give further securities for what was 


‘desired in this matter. The promoters 


had met the matter reasonably. He 
believed they had received from 
the County Council some _ considera- 
tion and assistance in the shape of a 
rebate gua this particular service of some 
24 per cent. on the undertaking. He 
hoped his hon. friends connected with 
him in the matter would take the view he 
ventured to take, and accept the best 
terms they had been able to get by long 
negotiation, rather than take the risk of 
not rejecting the Bill—if even this could 
be done as a matter of order—and not 
getting any terms whatever. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) expressed 
his concurrence with the view of his 
hon. friend, and his sense of the service 
he had rendered in securing this 
necessity for a large class of the com- 
munity who were unable to provide 
themselves with cabs or other convey- 
ances to take them home at the close 
of their labour. He was disappointed 
at the unreasonable attitude taken up 
by the company, being convinced that 
if they gave a regular, well-organised 
night service it would be remunerative. 
But in any case he held that the claim 
for this night service was a reasonable 
one, whether it was remunerative or,not. 
He had some right to urge that because 
1e Was a member of the London County 
Council during the negotiations between 
the North Metropolitan Tramways Co. 
and the Council, for the conveyance of 
almost all the existing lines of the North 
Metropolitan Tramways. He quite ac- 
knowledged that the service of the 
Tramways Co, was well conducted 
throughout the day. ‘The Tramway 
must take the good with the bad, and 
seeing they were allowed by Parliament 
to run their services in the times when 
they were remunerative to the share- 
holders, that carried with*it the duty 
of continuing the service in the interests 
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971 North Metropolitan 
of the public when it was not so re- 
munerative. He was glad the company 
had seen that it was in its own interest 
to make this concession and accept the 
Instruction. He would have been reluct- 
ant to oppose the Bill, but that was a 
weapon which it would have been neces- 
sary to use but for the fact that the 
eompany had conceded the all-night 
service. 


*Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
said he failed to see any _ sufficient 
assurance in what had fallen from 
his hon. friends that the company would 
carry out the bargain foreshadowed 
in the Instruction to the Committee. 
He gave expression to that doubt because 
of the past history of the company. In 
response to an agitation, all-night 
trams had been conceded some time 
ago, and afterwards stopped. What 
he was anxious on behalf of a great 
numb:r of wage earners to know 
was whether this concession of night 


duck 


trams was merely a _ decoy 
by which the company sought to 
obtain the assent of the House to 


the present Bill, or whether it was a 
genuine intention on their part to 
establish a night service which would be 
permanent, and which, on the principle 
of traftic making traffic, would give them 
a greater amount by day, and so recoup 
them whatever loss they might possibly 
incur in the night service. This was 
not a small matter. It affected a very 
serious problem, the question of the 
housing of the people. The Chairman 
of the Middlesex County Council claimed 
that the Bill would confer considerable 
advantages upon a population of some- 
thing like a quarter of a million. He forgot 
to say that whereas this Bill undoubtedly 
did confer substantial advantages on so 
lurge a portion of the population of 
Middlesex, it would. unless it had the 
safeguards to which he had alluded, 
eontinue the serious evils from which 
not merely a quarter of a million, but 
three or four times that number suffered 
in the lack of free and easy transit from 
their places of employment to their 
homes. These people were driven by 
the lack of such facilities to live in the 
overcrowed area at the centre, or else, 
after a hard night’s work, tramp home 
in the early hours of the morning. 


Mr. Cohen. 


{COMMONS} 


to insert a clause making it permane? 
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Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent. 
ford) said this was a measure to enable 
the County of Middlesex to improve the 
means of locomotion at its disposal. Thy 
night trams which were referred to by 
the objectors, were trams which ran ep. 
tirely within the administrative area o, 
the County of London. No portion 9; 
them ran into the County of Middlesex. 
and it did seem hard that Middlesex 
should be made to suffer in its desire ty 
improve locomotion for the inhabitants, 
because certain things were not done 
inthe adjoining county. He did not 
propose to take up the time of the 
House, but he had to state on behalf of 
the promoters, that they had no obje 
tion to the question being thoroughly 
thrashed out by a Committee upstairs 
He gave the assurance that the pro. 
moters were most desirous to improv 
and facilitate communication by every 
means in their power. 





















Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
the Bill was one which greatly affected 
his constituents, to whom midnight trams 
were of great advantage. If he gave his 
support to the Bill it must be distinetly 
understood that the night service when 
once re-started should not be again 
stopped. 













Question put and agreed to. 





Bill read a second time and committed 






*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT next moved 
the Instruction which stood in his name 
on the Paper. He pointed out that it was 
in the interest of a very large class ci 
persons whom some of them were reprt- 
senting in that House, and for whov, 
if they had not got all they could wish. 
they had got all they possibly could 
under this Bill, which did not touch th 
question raised in the Instruction. Th 
promoters had promised not to raise at! 
objection to the Committee entertaining 
this subject, but had on the contrary 
undertaken to support it. With regat 
to the renewal of the midnight serve 
it was the intention of the promoters 
see how far the experiment answe 
but no doubt it would be in the pow? 
of the Committee upstairs if they saw fi 
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pany during the night, and in respect of 
the hours at which such cars should be 
run, and to provide accordingly.’’- 
Albert Rollit.) 


*Mr. HAY said that in the absence of 
a definite undertaking that the matter 
of the midnight service was not one 
open to discussion, but that there was 
a clear undertaking that it should be 
forthwith re-instituted, he must move 
the Amendment which stood in his 
name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ if they see fit.’ 
—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Instruction.” 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN or WAYS 
anD MEANS (Mr. Jerrreys, Hampshire, 
N.) expressed a hope that the Amendment 
would not be pressed. It was very im- 
portant that the Bill should be referred 
to a Committee as soon as possible. The 


Instruction had been drawn up after 
communications had passed between all | 


parties, who had come to an agree- 
ment which would, no doubt, be strictly 
carried out ; 
it would be in the joint interest if the 
Instruction were allowed to pass. 


*Mr. HAY complained that the 
promoters had taken no pains to com- 
municate with those who were raising | 
this question of midnight trams, but after | 
the appeal made to him in the House | 
of Commons by his hon. friend, and 
on the understanding that the Bill | 
would receive the fullest and _ fairest | 
consideration, and that those he repre- 
sented would not 
he wouldnot press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


the Committee on the 
politan Tramways Bill to inquire, if they 
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—(Sir | 


and he therefore thought | 


be brushed aside, | 
| LOCAL 


| 


| ELECTRIC 
Ordered, that it be an Instruction to | 
North Metro- | 


| Orders made by the Board of Trade, 
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| see fit, as to the present service of cars 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- | 
mittee on the North Metropolitan Tram- | 
ways Bill to inquire, if they see fit, as to 
the present service of cars of the com-' 


PRIVATE BILLS 


of the company during the night, and 

in respect of the hours at which such cars 

should be run, and to provide accord- 
ingly. 

[LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITHj. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com 


plied with, viz.— 
Darley Dale Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered that the Bill be read a second 


| time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS! 
(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLIC 
ABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report ifrom one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :— 

Hamilton Gas Provisional 

Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Bill 


Orde: 


Ordered, that the 
Second Time tomorrow. 


be read a 


COMMERCIAL GAS BILL, 
HIGHAM FERRERS AND RUSHDEN 
WATER BOARD BILL, 


Read the third time and passed. 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL, 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL, 


| GREAT ae RAILWAY (CRUMLIN 
VIADUCT) BILL, 


As amended, considered ; to be read 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2). 


Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
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975 Petitions. 


under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Beeston, Carnarvon, 
Eston, Hebden Bridge, Mytholmroyd, 
Otley, South Bank in Normanby, 
Stockton (Rural District), Thornaby-on- 
Tees, and Tipton, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Abram, Holyhead, 
Hucknall Torkard. Leyland, Louth, 
Penarth, Saddleworth, Springhead, 
Tyldesley - with - Shakerley, and West- 
houghton, ordered to be brought in by 


ELECTRIC 


Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Beeston, Carnarvon, Eston, 
Hebden Bridge, Mytholmroyd, Otley, 
South Bank in Normanby, Stockton 
(Rural District), Thornaby-on-Tees, and 
Tipton,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed, [Bill 139.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Abram, Holyhead, Hucknall 
Torkard, Leyland, Louth, Penarth, 
Saddleworth, Springhead, Tyldesley-with- 
Shakerley, and Westhoughton,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
(Bill 140.] 


GRAND JUNCTION WATER BILL, 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD 
RAILWAY BILL, 


FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS)‘ 
BILL, 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL, 
KENT WATER BILL, 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


{COMMONS} 
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Petitions. 


PETITIONS. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 


Petition from Fulham, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 


Petitions for alteration of Law: From 
Wingate; and Hyde; to lie upon the 
Table. 


FOREIGN COMPETING GOODS. 
Petitions for the imposition of a 
Customs Revenue Duty: From Glasgow ; 
Coventry ; Islington ; Liverpool ; Cardiff ; 
and Newcastle-on-Tyne; to lie upon the: 
Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petitions in favour: From Dumfries 

and Galloway; Kinross-shire; and 

Lochleven ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AND RATING BILL. 

_ Petition from Fulham, in ‘favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Newcastle 
upon-Tyne; Whiston; Bolton; Kilk- 
hampton (two); Leeds; Saddleworth; 
Chorley; London; West § Kensington; 
Cottenham ; Preston; Kensington; 
Torquay; Birmingham; East} Ham; 
Wanstead ; and Bury; to lie upontthe 
Table. " 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


| Petition of the Corporation of London, 
against alteration; to lie upon ;the 
Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 

Petitions against (praying to be heard 
_ by Counsel) : From Borough of Ealing ; 
| East Ham Urban District Counail; 
Twickenham Urban District Council; 
Provincial Water Companies Association : 
Westminster Corporation; Hornsey 
Urban District Council; Barnet District 
| Gas and Water Company; Southwark 
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and Vauxhall Water Company and 
others; Walthamstow Urban District 
Council ; Proprietors of Lambeth Water | 
Works ; New River Company ; Governor 
and Company of Chelsea Water Works ; 
Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee; | 
Sir William Crookes and James Dewar ;| 
Hackney Corporation; Kent County | 
Council; Beckenham Urban District 
Council; Dartford Urban District 
Council; Bromley Urban District 
Council ; Erith Urban District Council ; | 
Chislehurst Urban District Council ; 
Surbiton Urban District Council ; 
Wimbledon Urban District Council ; 
Bromley Rural District Council ; 
Dartford Rurai District Council ; Seven- 
oaks Rural District Council; Metro- 
politan District Railway Company ; 
London and South Western Railway 
Company; Surrey County Council ; 
Corporation of Croydon; Kent Water | 
Company ; Great Central Railway Com- 
pany; London and North Western 
Railway, Midland Railway, and the | 
North London Railway Companies ; 
Tottenham Urban District Council; 
North London Railway Company ; South 
West Suburban Water Company ; Great 
Eastern Railway Company; Great 
Northern Railway Company; Metro- 
politan Railway Company; Barking 
Urban District Council; Finchley 

Urban District Council ; Hertfordshire 

County Council, and of the Urban 

District Councils _—_ of Cheshunt, 

Hoddesdon, and Ware, and of the Rural 

District Council of Ware; Association 

tor promoting the Equitable Rating of 

Reservoirs; City and South London 

Railway Company; Middlesex County 

Council; Sunbury on Thames Urban 

District Council ; Company of Proprietors 

of the West Middlesex Waterworks and 


Returns, 


others; South astern Railway 
Company and South Eastern and 


Chatham Railway Companies Managing | 
Committee ; London County Council ; | 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Rail- 
way Company; Colne Valley Water 
Company; Berkshire County Council ; 
and Wiltshire County Council ; referred | 
tothe Select Committee on the Bill. 


| 

PADAYCHI, VIRABADRA. 
_ Petition from Virabadra Padaychi, for | 
inquiry into his case; to lie upon the 


Table. 
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PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Rothesay ; 
North Walls; Birsay ; Carnoustie; and 
Burra ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petitions against: From Newcastle- 
upon-T'yne ; and Tynemouth ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Paddington ; 
Chorley ; Cheltenham; West Kilburn ; 
and Birmingham ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 


Petition from Mid Cornwall, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (NAVY VOTES). 
Paper [presented 24th March] to be 

printed. [No. 117.] 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 


Paper [presented 24th March] to be 
printed. |No. 118.j 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 


Paper [presented 24th March] to be 
printed. |No. 119.] 


EAST INDIA (OPIUM). 
Return [presented 20th March] to be 
printed. [No. 120.] 


EXPLOSIONS (NOBEL'S EXPLOSIVES 

FACTORY AT ARDEER, AYRSHIRE). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, His Majesty's Inspector 
of Explosives, to the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending 
an explosion of nitro-glycerine which 
occurred in one of the final washing- 
houses of the factory of Nobel’s Ex- 
plosives Company, Limited, at Ardeer, 
near Stevenston, Ayrshire, on the 9th 
January, 1902 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented of Order in Council 
of 24th March, 1902, revoking certain 
Orders in Council approving regulations 
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relating to the lettering, numbering, and | 
registering of British sea fishing ‘boats, 
and substituting regulations in lieu 
thereof [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented of statement of in- 
creases and decreases in the Volunteer 
Force [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 





TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No | 
2754 {by Command]; to lie upon the | 
Table. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented of forty-fourth annual 
Report of the General Board of Com- 
missioners in Lunacy for Scotland [by | 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POPULATION, NUMBER OF ELECTORS, | 
AND REPRESENTATION. | 
Address for “ Return showing (1) the | 
number of Members of - the House of | 
Commons allotted to England, Wales, 
Scotland, and Ireland in 1800, 1832, 1868, 
and 1885 respectively ; (2) the number 
of Members, the estimated population, 
and the number of electors for England, 
Wales, Scotland, and Ireland respectively 
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in 1885 and 1902, with the average 
population and the average number of 
electors to each Member ; (3) the twenty 
constituencies having in 1885 and 1902 
respectively (a) the largest number of 
electors per Member, and ‘() the smallest 
number of electors per Member, with the 
number of electors in each case, and also. 
the population in 1901; (4) a list of the 
constituencies in the United Kingdom, 
with the number of electors in 1885 and 

1902 respectively, and the population in 
1901.” —( Mr. Plummer.) 


DEATHS OF CHILDREN IN METRO- 
POLITAN WORKHOUSES 

Return ordered, “showirg the total 
number of children (other than children 
of vagrants) under three years of age, 
who died in workhouses and separate 
Poor Law infirmaries in London during 
(Sir Walter Foster.) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return ordered, “of the amounts of 
British Government Securities held by 
| the several Government Depart:nents and 
other Public Offices on the 31st day of 
March, 1902, specifying whether held in 
England or Ireland (in continuation of 
— Paper No. 115, of Session 


1901) 





| 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| | | 
| 


| 
| Loeal £2} per 
£2} per | £2} per £21 per | Loans Cent. £2 per | 2 | 
Cent. Cents. ad | £3 per | Guaranteed |Cent. War | Se | 
Consols. (1905). ss Cent. Land Loan. Sh 
Stock. | ce 


Stock. | 





| | | 
pod | 
—-(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


(3.40.) QUESTIONS. 


| 
Seer 
a" | 


| 


South African War—Peace Rumours. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I desire 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether he has any information with | 


| Other Securities. 


| 
| 


of years. 
Treasur 


Exchequer Bonds and 
Bonds. 


Annuities for terms 


Local Loans and 





| 











regard to the rumours of negotiations. 


in South Africa which he can give to 
the House. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.): 


| We have no information in addition to- 
‘that given to the House yesterday by 


my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War. 
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Censorship Regulations. 

Me. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- | 
yinster): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
state for War whether he will state 
shat are the rules under which the 
Press Censor acts in opening letters 
nsted in Cape Town and addressed to 
embers of Parliament or other re- 
gonsible persons in England; and 
yhether there is any ground for select- 
ng such a letter to be opened other 
tan the name of the person to whom it 
jsaddressed ; whether, in view of the 
iat that Members habitually receive 
letters from South Africa that have not 
een opened, he will state the reason 
jor an exception being made in the case 
ofa letter addressed to the Member for 
Westminster. 






THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Rules have been issued for the guidance 
of Press Censors. They are, however, 
gneral. In selecting the letters to be 
opened, the Press Censor must be guided 
by his own discretion and experience, 
but special attention is given to letters 
coming from disaffected centres. The 
mere iact that a letter is stamped and 
passed by a Press Censor does not in 
itself prove that it has been opened. 
The Member for Westminster is not 
regarded as differing in any respect 
from other Members, but if my hon. 
frend sends me the envelope of the 
letter I will see whether [ can make an | 
inquiry into the case. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: Will the 
tight hon. Gentleman state, when a 
letter is stamped as having been opened, 
whether he will consider this matter as 
an exceptional case to all the persons 
belonging to the same class whose letters 
have not been opened? 34, aye) 2.2! 


4A 3.8 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already said 
that if my hon. friend will send me the 
tnvelope I will see whether any inquiry 
can be made, and whether there has 
been any special cireumstance connected 
with it. 

Mr. Albert Cartwright’s Case. 
*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E): I beg to ask the Secretary of State. 
for War whether he is aware that Mr. | 


Albert Cartwright, formerly editor of | 
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the South African News, who is about 
to complete a year’s imprisonment at 
Cape Town for reprinting from the 
Press of this country a letter held to be 
a seditious libel. is in bad health, and 
has applied on that ground, and also on 
the ground that his means of making a 
living in South Africa no longer exist, 
for permission to come to this country ; 
and that such permission has_ been 
refused by the military authorities ; 
and whether he will, under these 
circumstances, request the military 
authorities to re-consider this application. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no 
knowledge of the circumstances alluded 
to in the Question. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire! I may say the 
Question has been asked at the earnest 
request of the wife of this gentleman, 
who has been sent to England. 


Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply that it was impossible for him to 
inquire into the cases of those who had 
got into trouble under martial law, and 
he would rather hesitate to interfere 
with their discretion. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Iam sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman cannot have con- 
sidered the matter, and I will therefore 
put down a further Question. 


Mr. D. J. De Wet. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that letters have been received in this 
country from Mr. D J. de Wet, written 
from the Military Camp, Matjesfontein, 


|showing that he is imprisoned there, 


and that he states in one, dated the 11th 
February, 1902, that in another five 
days it would be five months since 
he had been away from his family 
and placed in that camp; whether he 
is aware that Mr. Du Plessis was 
deported last summer to Port Alfred ; 
and, seeing that these gentlemen are 
British subjects. and were peace delegates 
to England from the Graff Reinet 
Congress, whether he can state the 
reason of their confinement, and whether 
they have been tried for any offence. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I have made| Mr. WEIR: But this is a totally 
inquiry, but no information has yet | different Question. May I appeal to the 
reached me. |right hon. Gentleman not to give me 

| evasive and shifty answers ? 


Committee on Military Education. | 
Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.): I beg to | Staff Allowances. 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he- Captain NORTON (Newington, W,); 
can state when the Report of the I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Committee on Military Education will be War if he can state the total pay and 


i NY he H _ | allowances of a colonel on the general 
in the hands of Members of the House | tafe, a ccenden thettell ol Gata 


. Engineers, and a colonel of the Roya 
Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To Army Medical Corps, respectively ; = 


THE WAR _ OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, | whether any increase of total emolu 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The Report | for the last mentioned officer ra 
is still in the printer’s hands, and I arranged for in the forthcoming warrant 
cannot make any promise as to its| tf, the Royal Army Medical Corps. 
distribution. 
Lorp STANLEY: The pay and alloy. 
Reservists’ Pay. 'ances are as follow:—Colonel on the 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.-W.): | staff, £880 and forage; colonel on the 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for| staff (Royal Engineers), £1,063 and 
War whether a Reservist who has been | forage; colonel of the Royal Army 
invalided home from the Front is paid Medical Corps, £880 and forage. The 
the same rate of pay and allowances in recent Committee on the re-organisation 
cases where he elects to go back to civil, of the Army Medical Service did not re. 
employment instead of rejoining the| commend any increase to te emoluments 
details of his regiment, as in the case of | of colonels of the Royal Army Medical 
a Reservist who elects to remain withthe | Corps, and no increase is therefore 
Colours. | provided for officers of this rank in the 
| forthcoming warrant. 


Lorp STANLEY: A Reservist on | 
working furlough gets the same pay and | Ehartoum Borzache. 
money allowance as when with the) MR. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
Colours; he does not, however, get of State for War, in view of the recom- 
quarters or allowance in lieu, or the ™mendation of the War Office that 
many other services which a soldier | £100,000 should be expended for the 
enjoys. erection of barracks for British troops at 
|Khartoum, will he ue 7 decision 
_p: ‘has been arrived at by the Treasury in 
Hong Keng Ordnance relies « regard to the mode of charge for thes 
Establishments. | barracks. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 1! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for| Lorp STANLEY: These _ barracks 
War, in view of the fact that the War| were commenced out of funds supplied 
Office class ordnance yards and work-| under the Supplementary Estimate oi 
shops in Great Britain and the Colonies | the 20th July, 1900, and are being cor- 
as military works, will he explain why tinued under the loan of 1901, a 
permission is granted to civilians to view provided in the Schedule to the Military 
Woolwich Arsenal and Dockyard and | Works Act of that year. 
Small Arms Manufactories, whilst per- 
mission to view the Ordnance Yard at. 
Hong Kong is refused. | 


Armour Plate Contracts. 
| Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright 
'side): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


; | Admiralty whether any orders for armour 
Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to plate have been ph out by the 


add to the answers I have already given Admiralty since his statement on the 
to the hon. Member. ‘subject on 10th March. 
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Toe CIVIL LORD or tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PRetyMANn, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): No orders have been given out 
since the date mentioned, but the infor- 
mation necessary to enable manufacturers 
to tender will be ready at a very early 
date. 


Relief of Indian Finance. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Bolton, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if there is any statement, either in 
the Public Accounts voted by this House 
or in the Home Accounts of the 
Government of India, which shows the 
disposal of the various sums, amounting 
to £287,000, which;were recommended 
by the Royal Commission on Indian 
Expenditure in 1900 to be taken over 
or defrayed by Great Britain in relief of 
the Indian finances. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The statement showing the 
disposil of £257,500, not £287,000, 
granted asa relief to the Indian revenues 
in the apportionment of the Home 
Charges, is given on page 8 of Parlia- 
mentary Paper 387 of 1900 (Session 2). 


Delhi Coronation Durbar. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has any official infor- 
mation showing that a quarter of a 
million sterling has been provided in the 
Indian Budget for 1902-3, for the ex- 
penses for the Delhi Coronation Durbar. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: The provisional 
Estimate for the Delhi Durbar is made 
under various heads in the Budget, and 
amounts altogether to £260,000. 


Indian Army—Extra Pay. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether any 
account has been taken in the Indian 
Budget for 1902-3 of the sum of 
£786,000 required for the extra pay of 
the European forces of the Indian Army. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Member is mistaken when he implies 
that the sum of £786,000 is required for 
the additional pay of the European force 





{25 Marcu 1902} 








986 


Questions. 


in India in 1902-3. The sum required 
under the new scheme for the year in 
question is, as was stated in this House 
by my right hon. friend, £226,000 ; and 
for this provision has been made in the 
Indian Bunget. 


Bubonic Plague at Hong Kong. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he will 
state the percentage of the bubonic 
plague cases in Hong Kong for each 
month since August last inclusive ; and, 
in view of the fact that the plague is 
largely attributed by the Legislative 
Council of Hong Kong to the prevalence 
of rats, will he say whether effect has 
been given to the Council’s proposals to 
employ an English rat catcher ; and, if 
so, with what result. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The number of 
plague cases in Hong Kong was—For 
August, twenty ; for September, twenty- 
two; for October, three; and one case 
occurred in each of the three months 
December, January, and March. I have 
urged upon the Colonial Government 
the necessity of destroying rats, and very 
large numbers have been killed; but no 
such proposal as that referred to by the 
hon. Member has been brought to my 
notice. 


Mr. WEIR: If I furnish documentary 
evidence, will the right hon. Gentleman 
make further inquiry ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 1 
can only give attention to the matter if 
a formal requirement comesto me from 
the Government of Hong Kong. In 
that case the Crown agent will no doubt 
be able to supply any number of rat 
catchers. 


New Hebrides. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is now 
in a position to state what new arrange- 
ments have been made for the govern- 
ment of the New Hebrides or for the 
administration of these islands. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No new 
arrangements have been made for the’ 
government of the New Hebrides, but 
I hope shortly to be able to announce 
the appointment of a Deputy Commis- 
sioner to reside in the group and look 
after the interests of British subjects 
there. 


Cairo Fox Hunting Affair. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
letter of Mr. Wilfrid Blunt, addressed 
to the Foreign Office with reference to 
the prosecution and imprisonment of his 
servants in connection with the fox 
hunting affair near Cairo, will now be 


published. 


Tot UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lorp Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The letter is ex- 
tremely voluminous, and there has not 
yet been time to receive Lord Cromer’s 
observations upon it. No decision can 
be taken as to its publication until those 
observations have been received and con- 
sidered. 


Russia and Persia.—Railway and other 
Concessions. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether His 
Majesty’s Government are aware of any 
agreement between the Russian and 
Persian Governments to prevent for a 
certain number of years the construction 
of railways in Persia by other than 
Russian subjects ; if so, do they know 
what is the period stipulated, and 
whether the prohibition extends to 
Persian subjects ; and whether any cor- 
respondence on the subject can be pre- 
sented to Parliament. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: There is reason 
to believe that an agreement has been 
in existence for some years past between | 
the Russian and Persian Governments 
under which the latter undertook to 
defer until a future date the construc- 
tion of railways in Persia, whether by 
foreigners or Persians, but the hon. 
Member’s description of it is, I believe, | 
in other respects inaccurate. His | 
Majesty's Government were not parties | 
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to the agreement, and have incurred no 
obligation in connection with it. They 
have, however, taken steps to secure 
that whenever railway .construction is 
commenced in Persia adequate opening 
shall be afforded to British capital and 
enterprise. There is no correspondence 
that can be presented. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is aware that any negotiation is 
being carried on or has been concluded 
between Persia and Russia for the con- 
struction of a railway under Russian 
supervision from the Caspian or some 
other point on the Russian frontier to 
some point onthe Persian Gulf ; whether 
Russia is to have the right to construct 
a military or commercial port on the 
Persian Gulf; whether Russia has sub- 
sidised any steam company to trade 
between Russian ports and ports on the 
Persian Gulf; and whether Papers will 
be laid before Parliament dealing with 
these questions, and showing the steps 
taken by the British and Indian Govern- 
ments to preserve the status quo in the 
Persian Gulf in face of competition from 
the new German railway to Bussorah, 
and from Russian enterprises in Persia. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We understand 
that the Russian Government are giving 
assistance to certain steamers trading 
between Russia and the Gulf. The 
answers to all the other Questions of the 
hon. Gentleman are to the best of our 
information in the negative. We have 
no present intention of laying Papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment are aware that the Russian Govern- 
ment are negotiating or have concluded 


_an agreement to make or guarantee 4 


loan to Persia of £1,250,000 ; whether, 
among the conditions of that loan, it is 
stipulated that Russia shall have the 
right to make a road or railway from 
Tabriz to Teheran, and that a portion of 
the proceeds of the loan shall be ex- 
pended by Persia in constructing forts 
that will dominate the new commercial 
road from British India to Northern 
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Persia by Quetta and Seistan ; 
rhether he will lay upon the Table any | 
Papers relating to this subject. 
Lorp CRANBORNE:: We understand | 
that negotiations are in progress for a 
jan from the Russian Banque des Préts | 
itTeheran to the Persian Government. 
Weare not acquainted with the details, 
but a concession for a road (not a rail-| 
my) from Tabriz to Teheran is said to | 
be one of the conditions. We have no 
reason to be ieve in the existence «of the 





ther condition which the hon. Gentle- 
man mentions. We have no Papers we 
anlay before the House on the subject. | 
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to the hon. Member of yesterday referred 
to this subsequent offer and not to the 


‘informal and inadequate offer originally 
_made by the President in 1900. 


We are 
not aware that M‘Guinne’s property was 
confiscated. His Majesty's Government 
are ready to endeavour to obtain the re- 
newal of the offer of £200 which was 
refused by Mr. M‘Guinne. 


Coronation Medals. 

* Mr. HELDER (Whitehaven): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether itis the intention of the Mint 
to issue special Coronation coins or 
medals ; if not, whether the Mint would 


‘consider the advisability of issuing a 


Honduras—Mr. M’Guinne’s Claim. 

Mr. O' DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I begto ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
\fairs whether he is aware that the 
President of Honduras, on 6th April, 
\900, made, through the British Minister 
io Central America, Mr. Jenner, an 
ifer to Mr. M‘Guinne, a British subject, 
of a tree acquittal of the charges pre- 
erred against him, also a money com- 
pensation of 500 dollars, and that twenty- 
ix days after M‘Guinne, on his refusal 
toaccept these offers, was tried and sen- 
enced to five years imprisonment ; and 
whether, in view of thetreatment which 
this man has received, and the fact that 
tis property has been confiscated, some 
‘fort will be made to have the amount 
ii compensation offered by Honduras 
increased. 


| 


Lord) CRANBORNE: Mr. Jenner. | 
His Majesty's Minister in Central) 


token or bronze similar to the penny, 
having a distinct obverse to commemor- 
ate the occasion, which token might or 
might not be legal tender, or might be 
sold at a slightly increased price, and 
could be distributed amongst children as 
mementoes of the occasion. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Medals in commemoration 


|of the Coronation will be struck at the 


Royal Mint, in accordance with the prac- 
tice which has prevailed for a long period. 
These medals will be on sale to the public, 
and particulars as to their purchase will 
be published in due course. 


Co-operative Societies and Income Tax. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, whether co-operative societies, 








America, in reporting on Mr. M‘Guinne’s | wholesale and retail, which supply the 
ase in April, 1900, mentioned that the | public in the same way as ordinary 
President of Honduras had “ personally” | tradesmen, are exempted from the pay- 


tered 500 silver dollars, equal to! ment of income tax: and. if so, 
0, as compensation, and _ had). “1: 3 se he 

: ae F t he will islation b 
expressed hopes that Mr. M’Guinne | whether bewin intvadine ig y 


would be justly acquitted. This offer which they may be brought under con- 
being inadequate, Mr. Jenner decided | tribution to the Imperial Revenue. 
0 confine his efforts to obtain | 
Mr. M‘Guinne‘s full acquittal, leaving | Sir M. HICKS BEACH: There is a 
the question of compensation for subse- | great deal of misapprehension on this 
0 settlement. Mr. M‘Guinne shortly | subject. I will show the hon. Member 
iterwards was sentenced to five years . statement of the law, which will 
imprisonment, but the sentence was can- | : : rate 
clled and he was liberated. A sum of | @@Ke it clear to him that these societies 
£200 was subsequently offered by the are not exempt from Income Tax. 
Honduras Government as compensation, | There is, in my opinion, no reason for 
ind the statement contained in my reply | legislation. 
| 
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Joint Stock Companies Acts—Suggested | 
nsion to Guernsey and Jersey. 

Sim EDWARD SASSOON: I beg} 
to ask the Secretary of State for the| 
Home Department if limited liability | 
enterprises in the United Kingdom can 
be floated in Jersey and Guernsey where | 
the Joint-Stock Companies Acts do not | 
apply ; and, if so, would he consider the | 
expediency of introducing legislation | 
assimilating their law with that of 
England in the interests of the Inland 
Revenue. 


Questions. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rrrcuie, | 
Croydon): I understand that the state 
of the law is as suggested in the first | 
paragraph of the question. With regard 
to the second, if any legislation such as | 
suggested is desirable, it will have to be 
undertaken by the Island Legislature. 


-Banns of Marriage—Irthlingborough 
Dispute. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
‘Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware 
that the rector of Irthlingborough, 
Northamptonshire, has refused to 
publish the banns of marriage between | 
Mr. Arthur J. Bayes and Miss Wimhurst, | 
‘on the ground that the former has not 
been baptised, and, therefore, has no 
‘Christian name, but has expressed his 
willingness to waive that objection if 
Mr. Bayes will sign a solemn promise 
that al] the issue of the marriage shall 
be brought up in the religion of the) 
Church of England; and that, as a) 
consequence, it has been necessary for 
Mr. Bayes to reside temporarily in 
another parish, in which the banns can 
be published; and whether he can 
take any steps to prevent the recur- | 
rence of such incidents. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I have no jurisdiction | 
whatever in the matter. 


Metropolitan Police—Rent Allowances. 
F Captain BALFOUR (Middlesex. Horn- | 
sey): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Home Department whether | 
he will consider the advisability of | 
granting the rent aid allowance of 1s. 6d. | 
per week to all the Metropolitan Police, | 


Seeing that the cost of living and house | 
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rent is frequently as great beyond 
the boundaries of municipal or other 
boroughs in the Metropolitan Police 
area as it is within those boundaries, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir; Iam not 
prepared to re-open this question. 


Preferential Railway Rates for Foreign 
Produce. 

*Masor RASCH Essex, Chelmsford): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
Trade whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that, in the case 
of a railway which also owns a line 
of steamers running between the 
Continent and an English port, a fixed 
system of rates is imposed by law for the 
land journey, but no such control is 
exercised over the sea traffic; whether 
the Great Eastern Railway Company, 


for example, may charge the same rate 
‘for a given quantity of goods from 


Rotterdam (via Harwich) to London as 
from Harwich to London; and whether 
the Board of Trade can take any steps 
to require the same sea rates to be 
charged to al] traders alike for the 
same class and quantity of goods. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaLFour, Leeds, 
Central): My hon. and gallant friend’ 
(Question involves considerations of great 
legal nicety, upon which I must decline 
to express an opinion. The jurisdiction 
to determine matters relating to undue 


preference rests with the Railway and 


Canal Commissioners, who would only 
decide on some specific case brought 


| before them. 


r Children—Guildford 
cheme. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern 
ment Board whether he is aware that the 
Department has sanctioned the proposed 


Provision for Pau 


purchase by the Guildford Poor Law 
Guardians of several acres of land, to 


erect a village community, including 4 
school, for 100 children, at the cost o 
£20,000 ; whether the Department have 
suggested to the Guardians the advis 
ability of building homes upon the 
Scattered Homes System, in view of the 
action of other Boards of Guardians upon 
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these lines; and if the Local Govern-| registered medical men, and that cases 
ment Board are prepared to advise | are put under the heading no statement, 
Guardians not to enter upon costly not only when the medical practitioner 
ghemes involving the erection of is unable to certify whether there has. 
ecial schools for the accommodation | been vaccination or not, but when the 
ot Poor Law children. | practitioner has failed to make any 
| mention of vaccination, whether he will 
Tae SECRETARY or tHe LOCAL direct the Registrar General to secure a 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant | stricter classification of the smallpox 
tawsoN, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): | deaths. 
The answer to the first part of the) 
Question is in the negative. No such Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I have com- 
proposal has been submitted to the municated with the Registrar General, 
Department. JI am aware that the who states that he does at present secure 
(juardians are considering the question a classification of smallpox deaths which 
of removing the children from the is sufficiently accurate for statistical pur- 
yorkhouse, and I have furnished them poses. Frequently it is not practicable 
yith information as to the Scattered to obtain full information concerning 
Homes System as well as other methods particular cases in time for publication 
for dealing with Poor Law children. As_ in the current weekly Returns; but from 
regards the last point, no advice could time to time the information is supple- 
be given which would be applicable mented with the help of facts subse- 
generally. It is for the Guardians to) quently obtained. The Registrar General 
consider in each particular case what | will, however, consider whether any 
szheme is most suitable for the accommo- alteration shall be made as regards the 
dation of the children chargeable to publication of vaccination statistics in 
their union. connection with deaths from smallpox. 
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Coronation Celebrations—Expenditure of 
blic Funds. 

_ Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he proposes to sanction 
the reasonable expenditure incurred by 
local authorities in connection with the 
celebration of the Coronation ; and, if 
so, whether the sanction will apply to 
the Councils of municipal boroughs. 


West London Pauper Children. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the- 
resident of the Local Government 
Board if he can state whether it is pro- 
posed to increase the accommodation at 
the West London District School for 
Poor Law children. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : It appears 


that the existing schoolroom accommo- 





dation at this institution is unsatisfactory, 
and it is proposed that it should be im- 
proved. It is not, however, intended 
that the number of children accommo- 
dated at the school should be increased, 
and the Managers were informed in 
August last that the Local Government 
Board could not assent to any arrange- 
ment which would have this effect. 


Smallpox Returns. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 


Rugby): I beg to ask the President of | 


the Local Government Board, having 
regard to the fact that the system of 
dlssification of smallpox deaths, accord- 


ing to a footnote in the weekly Return | 


of the Registrar General, excludes from 
the classes of vaccinated and _ not 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : I propose to 
issue an Order sanctioning expenditure 
of this kind by the Councils of Counties, 
Urban and Rural Districts and Metro- 
politan Boroughs. The effect of the 
sanction will be to prevent the dis- 
allowance of such expenditure by the 
District Auditor. In most cases the 
accounts of Municipal Boroughs are not 


audited by a District Auditor, and I am 


not empowered to give any sanction in 
such cases. Indeed, the difficulty in- 
tended to be met will not arise, as the 


_ Auditor of those accounts has no power 
of disallowance or surcharge. 


I may 
add that in two or three instances in 
which the accounts of Municipal 


_Boroughs are subject to audit by a 
District Auditor, sanction will, of course, 


vaccinated all cases not so certified by \ be given, 








{COMMONS} 
| Mr. GRANT LAWSON (for Sir J. 





Questions. 


Thay a ot 
|Gorst): The answer is in the negative, 


"995 Questions. 
Local Government Board—Upper Division 
Clerks. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr | 


Tylvil): L beg to ask the President of 


the Local Government Board whether | 
the examination by which Civil servants | 


of the Upper Division in his Department 
are recruited is the same as that for the 
same division in departments presided 
over by Secretaries of State, and the class 
of work such officials perform similar ; 
will he say whether the Department has 
made any reductions in numbers ; and, 
in view of the promises made by the 
Treasury in Parliamentary Paper No. 
515, v. 4, of Session 1893-4, will he 
explain the continuance of an inferior 


scale of salary as that in the Local | 


Government Board. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : The exami- 
nation for Clerks of the Upper Division 
in the Local Government Board is the 
same as that for clerks of that division 
in the offices of the Secretaries of State, 
with the exception of the Foreign 
‘Office; and so far as I am aware, the 
class of work performed by the clerks in 
these several offices is similar in char- 
acter. Some reductions in the number 
of Upper Division Clerks in the Local 
Government Board were made between 
1884 and 1897, but in that year the 
large growth in the work rendered it 
essential that a eonsiderable increase 
should be made in the staff of the office, 
including the Upper Division. The 
matter referred to at the 
‘Question is one for the Treasury. 

Voluntary Schools (Managers and 

Subscribers), 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on 


co-ordinate primary and _— secondary 
education, he will grant the Return 
which stands on the Paper relating to 


the method of apprintment of the! 


managers of Voluntary Schools. t 


+ The following is the Return referred to :— 
“Return showing for each voluntary school 
inspected in England and Wales during the 


year 1901 the number of subscribers and the | 


number of managers, and showing, in the case 
of the managers, how many hold office ex 
officio, by nomination, and by election, respec- 
tively ; if nominated or elected, by whom so 
nominated or elected ; and the date of the last 
appointment in each case.” 


end of the| 


Education if, | 
in view of the promised legislation to | 


Registration of Teachers, 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham. 
N.): I beg to ask the Vice President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 

whether, in Appendix G of the Regula 
| tions for the formation of a Register of 
| Teachers, it is intended that the Fellow. 
ship and also the Licentiateship of the 
College of Preceptors must both be 
obtained, or whether the one or the 
other certificate will be accepted as 
sufficient for this Regulation. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (for Sir J, 
Gorst): It was intended that either 
certificate should be accepted, not that 
both should be required. 


Hyde Schools. 
Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
|Committee of Council on Education 
whether, seeing that, now three months 
since, notice was given to close six 
elementary schools in the borough 0’ 
Hyde, Cheshire, whereby a deficiency 
of 1,800 places will be created, the 
| Board of Education have yet communi- 
|cated with the local School Attendance 
Committee thereon ; and, if not, can he 
state how long it will be before a notice 
is issued under Section 9 of the Elemen- 

tary Education Act of 1870. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (for Sir J. 
Gorst): A notice is being prepared for 
| publication under Section 9 of the Ele- 
/mentary Education Act, 1870, declaring 
‘the deficiency at not less than 1,80) 
| school places. 


Telephonic Communication with the 
House. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he will state 
when the two telephone cabinets, whicl: 
were placed in the House of Commons 
| telegraph room on the floor of the House 
for the convenience and use of the 
Members at the commencement of this 
| session, and on which the notice is placed 
—‘* Post Office Telephone Service. This 
*__will be 


| cabinet is not available for use ’ 
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997 Questions. 
available; and what is the reason for | 
the delay in giving this facility for the | 
Members. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
taIN, Worcestershire, E.): The two call 
boxes in question will be available for 
use immediately after the Easter recess 
at the usual call-office charges. 


Sick-leave Regulations in the Post Office. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that a_ telegraphist, named 
Balderson, at the Central Telegraph 
Office, has been ill; that his private 
doctor recommended a change of air in 
eonsequence of his illness; and that the 
Post Office medical officer threatened 


this telegraphist with superannuation 
and declined to permit him to leave 


Lendon unless he took his annual leave 
for the purpose; and will he explain 
why Balderson has been informed that 
he is to consider himself on holidays, 
although he has forwarded a medical 
certificate showing that he is unwell and is 
confined to his bed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is making inquiry 
into the case of Mr. Balderson, and will 
communicate on the subiect with the 
hon. Member. 


Kilmallock Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY, (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will change the morning 
collection of letters at Dromin Cross and 
Ballineullee district, near Kilmallock, in 
the county of Limerick, for an evening 
one. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
morning collection of letters at Dromin 
Cross and Ballincullee, County Limerick, 
does not involve any 
effected by the postman when making 
the delivery ; but an evening collection 
could not be afforded without expense | 
for providing a special messenger, and | 
such expense is not warranted by the 
number of letters. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Whatfis the | 
extra expense ! 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
works out at about $d. per letter collected 


Questions. 


/each day. 


Unauthorised Use of the Royal Arms. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Solicitor General, in view 
of the number of engravers and designers 
who produce, and tradesmen who, for 
loyalty or ornament, display the Royal 
Arms on shop fronts, trade labels, paper 
bags, and in other ways, without words 
implying that they make such assump- 
tion by authority, whether steps can be 
taken by legislation or otherwise to 
make it clear that such persons are free 
from liability. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
EpwarD Carson, Dublin’ Univer- 


sity): Any person using the Royal 
Arms without authority in con- 
nection with his business is liable 


to penalties if he so uses them as to lead 
the public to believe that he is carrying 
on his business by, or under the authority 
of, His Majesty, any of the Royal Family, 
or any Government Department. 
Whether the Royal Arms are so used 
in any particular case is a question of 
fact to be determined if proceedings are 
taken. I see no necessity for any altera- 
tion in the law. 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Board. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, with a view to obviate the 
necessity for questions relating to the 
work of the Congested Districts Board 
(Scotland), will arrangements be made 
for the Board’s Report to be presented 
and issued early in April. 


*TueE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The Con- 
gested Districts Board will meet on the 
2nd proximo to adjust their report, 
which is for the year ending 3lst March, 
1902. 


Killarney Urban Council. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he ean 
| now send a rep'y to the memorial of the 
Killarney Urban Council, presented to 
him on the oceasion of his visit to Killar- 
| ney House last September, as to the 
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repayment of loans and extension of Irish County Council Quorums. 
borrowing powers, and as to which he| Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I be 
promised at the time by letter to give an | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
early reply. | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
_ that several County Council meetings in 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- Ireland have fallen through owing to the 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The) failure of a quorum to attend, and that in 
memorial, which has been very carefully | several large counties with sparse popula- 
considered, has led to a departmental _ tions complaints have been made that the 
correspondence. A decision was only quorum is too high; and, whether, in 
arrived at quite recently, and a reply to) 


view of the inconvenience caused by the 
: : : - | largeness of the qt 7 i 
tHe memorial will be communicated in geness of the quorum, he will consider 
the course of a few days. 





| the advisability of having it reduced. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: Article 6 of the 
Provisional Order of last session, which 
a ; takes effect from the lst proximo, pro- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord vides a remedy where waaai mt 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has | of County Councils fall through, owing 
received a resolution from Mohill Union to the non-attendance of a quorum. The 
asking to have the work under the Fran- question of reducing the quorum has 
chise and Jurors Acts discharged by the heen very carefully considered ; but 
clerks of Unions, as was formerly the having regard to the important duties 
rule; and whether, seeing the incon- devolving upon a County Council it 
venience of having this work done in the | appears undesirable that any reduction 
county towns, by the County Council should be made. ; 
officials, he will take steps to have this | 
duty transferred toclerks of unions, who | Cattle Breeding in Ireland. 
invariably check the rate books. Mr. O'NEILL (Antrim, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Mr. WYNDHAM : I have already Lieutenant of Ireland, if he is aware that 
answered two (Questions on this subject, inconvenience and unnecessary expense is 


Irish Parliamentary and Jury Lists. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 


and I have nothing to add. caused to farmers in the County of 
Antrim, who desire to procure bulls, by 
Typhoid Fever in Boyle Union. the action of the Agricultural Department 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief = Ireland in selecting the show of the 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of oe Agricultural Association in 
Ireland. if he can say what was the Belfast as the only place where premium 
aateide of io saaet at ie. Malate bulls can be selected for the country ; 
an te the poet of ticket fence rd and if he will consider the advisability of 
Boyle Union in vetinord with ra “thee recognising for that purpose the annual 
creamery ; and can he state why no steps mew of the Bynes Agee 
peng aj, Aiphone! ee report and close Association which is held in the centre 


th ; detente etaaed of the county, and is therefore more 
oy Seng Se Cee accessible to the farmers and ratepayers, 


who contribute one-half of the amount 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The report was allocated under the agricultural scheme. 

unfavourable. The creamery was closed 
for some days, during which the struc. Mp. WYNDHAM: Belfast is one of 
tural defects were remedied. The Local the four centres at which premium bulls 
Government Inspector considers that the may be purchased for any county in 
creamery may now be worked without Ireland under the scheme of the Depart- 
danger to the public health. ment. The Department does not object 

to the selection of Ballymena as a place 


Mr. TULLY: Is there no power to for holding a spring exhibition of local 
close s creamery in Ireland when it is bulls competing for local premiums, but 
ioe , it sees no sufficient reason for selecting 
spreading infection ¢ Ballymena as a centre for the purchase ot 
[No answer was returned. | bulls under the larger scheme referred to. 
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1001 Questions. 


Kilmallock Land Appeals. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
when the Head Land Commission 
wil hear appeals from the Sub- 
Commission, heard at Kilmallock more 


than two years ago, some of them 
having been listed for hearing three 


years previously. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have referred 
this Question to the Land Commissioners, 
and will communicate with the hon. 
Member as soonas [| hear from them. 


Subornation of Evidence in Ireland. 

Mr. O7MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that, at the Kilkenny Assises last 
Friday, Sergeant Sheridan swore that h» 
had resorted to deliberate misrepresen- 
tation to procure evidence; whether it 
is usual to obtain evidence in this 
manner ; and whether steps will be taken 
to punish Sergeant Sheridan. 


THe ATTORNEY 
IRELAND (Mr. AtkrNson, London- 
derry, N.): I will reply to this Question. 
The sergeant, in order to obtain a 
specimen of the handwriting of the 
accused, resorted to the stratagem of 
asking him to fill up one of the forms 
used under the Weights and Measures 
Act, alleging, untruthfully no doubt, 
that it was necessary for millowners like 
the accused to fill such forms. This was 
the only misrepresentation made by the 
sergeant. It is not, however, usual or 
proper to obtain evidence by such means, 
and the sergeant has been so informed 
by his superiors ; but in their opinion no 
punishment is called for in the case. 


GENERAL For 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Perhaps the Government will give the 
sergeant an appointment at the Colonial 
Office, 


Upper Division Clerks in the Board of 
Trade. 


Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the upper division 
Oficials in his Department are re- 
cruited by the same examination and 
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do the same class of work as correspond- 
ing officials in Departments presided over 
by Secretaries of State; and, if so, will 
he state on what ground they are placed 
on an inferior scale of salary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: All 
clerks of the upper division are recruited 
by examination in the same subjects. 
Vacancies in the offices of Secretaries of 
State are filled by the most successful 
candidates, or by the transfer from ot her 
Departments of officers who have shown 
exceptional merit. In the opinion of 
the Treasury the work in the oftices of 
Secretaries of State, taken as a whole, 
requires higher qualifications than does 
that of other Public Departments 


Willesden Auxiliary Postman’s Sick Pay. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): [beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he will explain why 
Auxiliary Postman W. H. Fuller, 
attached to the Willesden office, received 
sick pay for a total of eight weeks only 
between 31st October and 6th January 
last, seeing that his absence through 
illness extended over the whole period of 
eleven weeks; and will he state on what 
ground this postman was further re- 
fused sick pay whilst absent from duty 
between 6th January and 22nd January, 
although, as an auxiliary, he is entitled 
to the benefits granted by the Tweed- 
mouth Comittee. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General is having this case 
inquired into, and the hon. Member 
shall be informed of the result. 


Municipal Trading Committee. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans) : I beg toask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he intends to re- 
appoint the Select Committee to confer 
with a Committee of the other House to 
continue the consideration of municipal 
trading, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the said Joint Committee 
contained in their Report of 27th July, 
1900. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would be 
glad to see the Committee re-appointed, 
but I cannot give my hon. friend any 


|pledge on the subject at the present 


moment. 


2N 








1003 Business of 


Private Bill Legislation. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): | beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Government propose to appoint a 
Select Committee to consider the sub- 
ject of Private Bill Legislation, having 
regard to the effect the new Rules will 
have on the time set apart for Private 
Business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. as | 
think I stated in almost the original 
speech in which | introduced the Rules, 
it is the opinion of the Government that 
there should be a Committee to inquire 
into Private Bill procedure, having in 
view the changes we propose to make in 
the hours at which private business can 
come on. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. BRYCE: [| beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the plan 
he indicated vesterday of taking the 
Second Reading of the Licensing Bill 
on Monday, April 7th, will be adhered 
to; and what business will be taken on 
the Thursday following. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not ina 
position to give any information as to 
the latter part of the Question, but, as 
I indicated yesterday, the first business 
on the Monday will be the Second 
Reading of the Licensing Bill and the 
reference of that Bill to a Grand Com- 
mittee. When that is disposed of, | 
propose to put down Estimates ot as 
non-controversial a character as I ean 
find. I propose to take Class I., with 
the exception of the Irish Votes, but 
including those for the Treasury, the 
Vrivy Council Office, the Privy Seal 
Office, the Charity Commissioners, the 
Registrar of the Friendly Societies, and 
the Audit Department: while in Class 
If. the Votes taken will be 3, 7, 7% 12, 
13, 14, 15, and 17. Of course we shall 
take the Licensing Bill tonight if we 
ean, although I do not think it is likely. 


SELECTION (LONDON WATER BILL). 

Mr. Wopenousk reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had 
nominated the following five Members 
to serve on the Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons on the London 
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Water Bill :—Sir William Arrol, Sip 
William Houldsworth, Sir James Kitson, 
Mr. M‘Crae, and Sir Edgar Vincent. 
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teport to lie upon the Table. 
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AND 


PER, 


(1.12.) Toe FIRST LORD or ong 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, 
Manchester, .): In moving the 


Resolution standing in my name, | have 
only one observation to make, and that 
is suggested by the remarks made by 
the hon. Member for Waterford when 
the House separated last night. It will 
be seen that it is proposed to adjourn 
after the first Order of the Day has been 
disposed of on Wednesday. That was 
the original plan of the Government, 
and we still think it would be the most 
convenient plan for the House. It is 
always desirable that the last business 
before the House separates, as well as 
the first business when we come 
together again, should be of such a 
non-controversial character as will allow 
hon. Members to leave the House some- 
what earlier. I do not suppose there is 
the slightest chance of any other Orders 
than the first being disposed of on Wed- 
nesday, for my experience is that when 
controversial Bills follow on non-con- 
troversial Bills the latter suddenly assume 
a new character, and debate on them is 
unusually prolonged. Therefore 1 do 
not think | am doing any injury to 
hon. Members who have Bills lower 
down on the Paper. 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
‘*That Government business have pre: 
cedence this day, and that at the con- 
clusion o! such business Mr. Speaker do 
adjourn the House without Question put, 
and that tomorrow the House at. its 
rising do adjourn until Monday, the 7th 
of April, and at the conclusion of the 
proceedings on the Shop Clubs Bill Mr. 
Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


(4.15.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND 
(Waterford) : I think the House has reason 
tocomplain of the fact that two distinet 
Motions are put into one. So far as | am 
concerned, | am quite in favour of the 


| first portion of this Motion, which takes 
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precedence for Government business to- 
day, and if it were contested | should feel 
it my duty to vote in favour of it. But | 
complain that that Motion has tacked on 
to it another and entirely distinct Motion, 
with reference to the order of business 
tomorrow. [am not quite sure there is 
a precedent for that, but, whether there is 
or not, it seems to me a very inconvenient 
practice. I object to the second part of 
the Motion on the ground which has been 
indicated by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. He has made the extraordinary 
statement that it has been his practice, as 
far as possible, to take practically uncon- 
troversial business on the last day before 
the House rises and on the day after it 
reassembles. But what is he proposing 
to do now? On the day the House re- 
assembles he proposes to take the Licensing 
Bill, which no one ean say is absolutely 
uncontroversial. And on the second day 
he proposes to take the new Rules, which 
are, of course, highly controversial. With 
regard to tomorrow's business, | desire to 
say that if the House is to meet at all, it 
will be no very great hardship that it 
should go on sitting the ordinary time up 
to half-past five. The first Order of the 
day is the Shop Clubs Bill, about which 
there is, | believe, considerable agreement, 
and it will take a comparatively short 
time. The second Order is an Irish Bill 
dealing with Irish local government. It 
is one of the greatest possible importance, 
and although it is quite true that in the 
remaining time at our disposal tomorrow 
we may not be able to bring the discussion 
toa conclusion, yet it is equally true that 
two or three hours debate on Irish local 
government would expose the defects 
which have arisen in the present system, 
and the time would be well utilised in 
pointing out to the Irish Government 
those defects. I think it most un- 
reasonable on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman not to give us the whole 
sitting. 


1S 


to call the attention of the House 
importance in connection with the 
administration of Ireland. We are now 
about to disperse for ten days or a 
fortnight, and during that period we will 
have no opportunity of questioning the 
Irish Government about their action. I 


feel from many recent indications in 


Ireland that during that period the Gov- | 
may 


ernment proceed further upon 
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what, I believe, is the disastrous 
roal of renewing coercion in Ireland 
cn which they have entered. I 


do not desire to raise anything in the 
nature of a general discussion on Irish 
administration, for many reasons, one of 
which is that | am anxious that, without 
unnecessary delay, we shall come to the 
consideration of the Irish Land Bill. But 
I do desire to raise one matter which I 
consider of the greatest importance to 
the future tranquility and welfare of 
Ireland, viz., the policy which the 
Government is pursuing in the prose- 
cutions they are undertaking. There 
have been two prosecutions recently in 
Ireland to which I desire particularly to 
call attention. The first complaint I 
make is that where the Government 
find a state of agitation and agrarian 
disturbance and trouble, the first action 
they take is to arrest. try, and imprison 
the most responsible local leaders they 
can find. Take the case of Mr. John 
FitzGibbon, of Roscommon. One of the 
difficulties we labour under in this House 
in discussing Irish matters is that we 
have to speak to men who are ignorant 
of local circumstances. If I were ad- 
dressing an Irish assembly, it would be 
unnecessary for me to tell it that in the 
county of Roscommon there is no more 
responsible, trusted, or able man than 
Mr. John FitzGibbon. He is a man in 
a good position of life, a man of educatfon 
and ability, a man who, for the last 
twenty-five years, has been one of the 
most trusted leaders of the people, and 
one who, if he had desired and been 
willing to do so, could at any time have 
had a seat upon these Benches. He isa 
man universally respected in the County 
of Roscommon by men of all polities; he 
is one whose word is to be trusted, and 
he is one in whom the people have the 
utmost confidence. And he is the sort 


Ae _ ,of man whom the Government arrest 
I propose to utilise this opportunity | 


and imprison when they find a state of 


| | disturbance in the county. 
very briefly to one or two matters of great | 


I notice in reading the trial that an 
interesting statement was made by Mr. 
FitzGibbon, showing the way in which 
Ireland is governed. The Chief Secretary 
paid a visit a little while ago to County 
Roscommon. He went down to Castlerea 


ostensibly to inquire into the wants of 


the people, to inform himself as to the 
necessities of the case, and to have 
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consultation with trusted men. Mr. 
FitzGibbon stated in addressing the 


county court judge— 

‘*When Mr. Wyndham, the Chief Secretary, 
visited Castlerea some time ago, he (Mr. Fitz- 
Gibbon) called to see him in order to see what 
could be done for the tenants on the estate of 
Lord de Freyne, and as to whether any hope 
would be held out to them. He simply tried 
to give Mr. Wyndham what he thought he was 
coming to look for—information that, perhaps 
he would make use of, and that perhaps he 
would be glad to receive. He went to the 
hotel and asked to see Mr. Wyndham. In a 
few moments a gentleman, whom he believed 
to be Mr. Wyndham’s secretary, came to him 
and asked him his business and his name. He, 
Mr. FitzGibbon, told him. In three or four 
minutes he returned and reported that Mr. 
Wyndham was in a hurry, and regretted that 
he could not see him. Hehad not heard from 
Mr. Wyndham since, except in the present 
proceedings.” 

The Chief Secretary boasted that he 
went to Roscommon to inquire for him- 
self, but when the most representative 
man in the whole district went to the 
hotel and asked to see him, he said he 
was in a hurry and could not receive Mr. 
FitzGibbon. I just make that quotation 
in order to give an indication of the 
value of those trips to the West of 
Ireland on the part of officials. The 
officials when they go down, spend their 
time with the local landlords, the county 
inspectors, the police officials, the local 
agents and people of that sort, but when 
they are approached—they ought not 
to wait to be approached ; they ought 
to go to such men as Mr. Fitz- 
Gibbon—but when they are respectfully 
approached by a man desiring to impart 
information they have no time to see 
him. They leave the country and come 
back to the House of Commons and 
state that they have inquired for them- 
selveson the spot. This trial which took 
place the other day before the County 
Court Judge O'Connor Morris was a 
very remarkable trial indeed, and I 
desire to read two or three sentences of 
what Mr. FitzGibbon said in his own 
defence, and then what the judge 
suid in sentencing him, not with 
the intention or the desire of asking 
the House to review the sentence 
or to re-try the case. Not at all. 
Still less have I any desire of calling in 
question any conduct or words of the 
judge, but I desire to make this quota- 
tion in order to found a charge against 
the Executive that they are recklessly 
going into unnecessary prosecutions 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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against men who are in reality a great 
restraing influence on the people in those 
districts, and who ought to be consulted 
instead of being refused audience and 
then prosecuted by the Crown. In his 
own defence Mr. FitzGibbon said— 


“The change made in the condition of the 
tenants on the Dillon estate since the purchase 
was capable of any amount of repetition. 
Before the sale to the tenants, discontent 
reigned from end to end of the Dillon estate. 
Every time there was an agitation in Ireland 
the tenants on the Dillon estate were the first 
to take the field. He would guarantee the 
trouble had now ceased on the Dillon estate, 
and that the people living on the estate would 
cost the Government or the country very little 
in the future in the shave of prosecutions or 
the drafting of exira police into the district, 
The reduction of 6s. 8d. in the pound which 
they received was a small matter compared 
with the other advantages. There had heen 
a number of men attached to the rent office 
who had been a greater terror to the tenants 
and had been more exacting in their demands 
than even Lord Dillon. Formerly, if the 
tenants’ corn was shedding and the bailiffs 
corn at the same time needed cutting, the 
tenants had to leave their own and eut 
his. In his own memory a tenant could 
not get his daughter married in a_ holding 
without first having to vo and see whether 
the agent would approve of the young man 
that was to be her husband... . Al 
that was now changed. They were a free 
people, their holdings were drained, their 
fences were made, the Government had taken 
them under its wing and now for the first 
time in a hundred years they felt that they 
could breathe the air freely. The great 
advantage that they looked forward to was 
this that their holdings would be increased 
in size.” 

That is an extract from the speech 
ofa man who has been sent as a 
common criminal into prison under 
the Coercion Act. In another part of 
his speech he challenged prosecution. 


He said— 

“Tf he had said anything that he should 
not have said, he would ask his Lordship to 
call attention to it. One great object was 
to fasten the attention of the Government 
on those estates and to try and place them 
in the position of the Dillon estate. That 
was the great motive. Judge O’Connor 
Morris : Clearly.” 

Then Judge O’Connor Morris said— 

‘**T have read your speeches with great care, 
and as far as your speeches are concerned I 
don’t think there is anything very criminal 
in them.” 

Now I pass tothe judge’s charge. 
The House will see clearly from it his 
view of the alleged criminality of the 
conduct. He said. 


“Some time ago the Executive Government 
of this country sold the Dillon estate, com- 


prising many square miles and comprising 
| 
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hundreds of holdings to the tenants in 
occupation of them. These tenants had noc 
to contribute one shilling of their own, they 
had not to make any exertions of their own, 
and they had got the land in fee simple at 
an enormous reduction and were only to pay 
terminable annuities which were much less 
than any rents, less even than what were 
called fair rents. Was not the inevitable 
result of a transaction of that kind not 
only to cruelly handicap and cruelly wrong 
the landiords on the adjoining estates who 
sought to recover their rents, but also to 
fill the tenants on the adjoining estates with 
natural discontent ? Theretore, this transaction 
ot what was called a sale, but was not a sale, 
under « system of what wascalled land purchase, 
but which had no more to say to land purchase 
than a gamble on the Stock Exchange had to 
say to land purchase, because no money passed 
—that transaction did not only the landlords, 
in his opinion, great injury, but it gave those 
tenants on the adjoining estates a le itimate 
grievance. He agreed that these tenants were 
subjected to great provocation ; he agreed that 
they were led into temptation ; he agreed that 
these gentleman were naturally induced to do 
as they did; and for all that, in his opinion 
the system of what was called land purchase, 
before the bar of history at least, would be 
held responsible. But they had no right to 
do as they had done. He agreed with a 
great deal that Mr. FitzGibbon had said. 
in this untortunate country abuses were 
allowed to grow up, and concessions as a 
rule were not extorted except by ayitation. 
That had been the history of Ireland since 1782, 
when Irish legislative independence was granted, 
down to the present year, When there was an 
agitation for what was calied the compulsory 
purchase of Irish land. ‘Chey all knew what 
took piace when ©’Comnell wrung Catholic 
Emancipation as the right of every Catholic 
subject trom the hands of a reluctant Parliament. 
Undoubtedly these gentlemen had broken the 
law. What punisnment was he to inflict? He 
did not agree with whau Mr. Featherstonhaugh 
said that in considering the penalty to be inflicted 
tor ofiences of this kind the motive was not to 
be taken into account. That was the hard, 
materialistic view that ran through too many 
of the English lawyers, It was the view that 
sent Napoleon to St. Helena, a circumstance 
which was one of the disgraces of English 
history. The moral element should be taken into 
account, and it was thoroughly unfair not to 
take it into account. If it was not taken into 
account the grossest injustice was often done. 
What was the fact? ‘That many a man who 
had heen hanged, many a man whose head had 
been cut off, had been recognised by history as 
amartyr and a lover of his country. In the 
present case he would take the element cf 
motive into account, and he would be quite 
uuworthy of the position he held if he did not 
do so. ‘The magistrates had sentenced these 
men to two months imprisonment, and to two 
additional months in default of finding bail. 
ope these gentlemen now consent to find 
| ae 
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Mr. FitzGibbon replied— 


“Oh, no, my Lord. 


It just means imprison- 
ment for four months.” 
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Judge O'Connor Morris, having con- 
firmed the sentences of the magistrates, 
said— 

‘*T have no notion in a case of this kind to 
submit you to a degrading and humiliating 
punishment. ‘That has been my invariable 
practice in cases of this kind and much worse 
Cases. 

And then he went on to order that 
those gentlemen should be treated as 
first-class misdemeanants and not as 
common criminals. You have a_ state 
of disturbance in County Roscommon, 
and in order to impress the people 
with the principle of law and_ order, 
you seize the most respected leader you 
can find ; bring him to the Court and try 
him before two police magistrates, under 
a law which does not exist in either Scot- 
land, England, and Wales, and sentence 
him to imprisonment as acommoncriminal. 
When the case comes on an appeal —before 
a judge whose conduct, | may remind 
the House, we have impugned, but 
who was defended as an upright and 


honourable judge — what happens ? 
That judge says that these men 


remind him of the martyrs who gave 
their lives and liberty to a great cause 
in the past; he admits that they were 
trying to remedy a great grievance, and 
declines to treat them as ordinary 
prisoners and orders them to be treated 
as first-class misdemeanants. And the 
etfect of this in Roscommon is that they 
hate and despise your administration. 
What respect can they have for your 
administration of criminal law when 
it is administered in that way? The 
reason [ bring this forward at the 
present moment, just at the commence- 
ment of the holidays, is to impress 
upon the Government the danger of 
what they are doing. Let them deal 
with these offenders by ordinary law, but 
do not let them drive the people who 
have admitted grievances into extreme 
courses by sending those men who are the 
greatest reasoning influence in those parts 
to prison as common prisoners, and so 
degrading and insulting them. 


In discussing the De Freyne estate 
some time ago, the Chief Secretary said 
the great agitation in this case was not 
an agitation against an alien or absentee 
landlord, but an attack on a man who 
had left the tenants on his estate, who 


made no effort to clear his estate, and 
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who lived among the people. The infer- 
ence the people might draw from that 
was that Lord de Freyne was a good and 
indulgent landlord, and that it was a 
monstrous thing that he should have 
been singled out for this agitation. In 
the trial of Mr, FitzGibbon, to which | 
am alluding, an extraordinary thing 
came out. The judge let out that on the 
De Freyne estate there had been an 
awful accumulation of arrears, and Mr. 
FitzGibbon stated that afew years ago 

I think the date was 1894, but I am 
not sure if the date is correct—trouble 
had existed between Lord de Freyne 
and his tenants. and that he had been 
instrumental, in conjunction with Judge 
O'Connor Morris, in bringing about a 
settlement, whereby, on payment of two 
years rent, all arrears were to be wiped 
out. It transpired in the course of the 
trial that that agreement had been 
shamefully broken by Lord De Freyne ; 
that a number of the tenants had been 
evicted and put back as caretakers, and 
that they were allowed to remain as 
caretakers so long as they continued 
paving the arrears. The wis 
mentioned in Court of a widow who was 
put back in this way and who, in 
twelye months, had paid no less than 


case 


three years rent. Mr. FitzG bbon 
quoted a number of cases, and the 
judge used very strong impressions. 


He said he was exceedingly sorry to 


hear that Lord De Freyne had not 
fulfilled the conditions of the agree- 
ment come to between him and _ his 


tenants afew years ago; he was sorry 
to hear that he had been extracting 
these arrears from these people. He 
said he was precluded from going into 
that matter, as Lord De Freyne was not 
before the Court, but apart from that, the 
tenants had a good cause of complaint 
against Lord De Freyne, whose conduct 
was a fraud against them. So that the 
House will see that when the Chief 
Secretary said what he did, and seemed to 
convey the impression that Lord De 
Freyne was not a harsh landlord, that 
fact is not borne out by the evidence in 
this trial. 

Let allude for a moment to 
another trial which took place in connec- 
tion withthe De Freyne Estate --the case 
of Mr. John O'Donnell. 
Mr. 


me 


In that case 
John Redmond. 
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Judge O'Connor Morris’s language was 
even stronger. In sentencing Mr. O’ Don- 
nel, Judge O’Connor Morris said— 


“There were no emblems to terrorise and no 
attempt at intimidation.’ 


and later 


“That being the state of things, it was 
natural and it was inevitable that the tenants 
on the adjoining estate should be discon- 
tented. He thought the tenants in this matter 
had a real and legitimate grievance. He 
was bound to say he thought the gentle. 
men had transgressed the law, and if they 
had they must pay the penalty; the term 
of imprisonment was not too great, but they 
would make them first-class misdemeanants ; 
that he did not think there was any moral 
turpitude in their conduct ” 


and he concluded by saying 

“And he might be permitted to say, having 
regard to the ability they had shown in those 
speeches, he hoped these gentlemen had a 
future before them.” 
The judges under the Crimes Aet 
had taken the same vew as Judge 
O'Connor Morris, and tried these gentle. 
men as political offenders. But when 


they had done this they had done 
what was contrary to the intention of 
the Act, contrary to the intention of 


those who framed the Act, and contrary 
to the intentions of the !rish Government, 
because we are told that police court 
offences are to be tried in the police courts 
and that no one should be tried for poli- 
tical offences in the police courts. When 
we went to prison under the Crimes Aet 
we were treated as common criminals; 
clothed, fed, and put to work like com- 
mon criminals. Do the House think 
that that isa fair thing, and if they do, 
do they think it is a wise thing, for 
those offences which from their nature 
and motive must be regarded by every 
honest man as political offences, to ex- 
pose these men to this humiliation and 
degradation! Judge O'Connor Morris 
thinks differently 1 go down to the 
De Freyne Estate and make a speech 
which cannot be called illegal, but 
because another man makes a speech of 
an illegal character, I can be tried for 
attending an unlawful meeting and be 
sent on conviction to prison as 4 
common criminal. Is that fair? It 
is nothing of the kind. I am making 
no complaint. Those of us who under- 
went this treatment came out of 
prison without any particular feeling of 
animosity to those who sent us there, 
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and we make no complaint; but is it 
wise either from the point of view of 
econciliating Lreland, or making the law 
respected in Lreland, or keeping down dis- 
turbance and crime ? 

I said, Sir, that I would not detain 
the House, and I[ will say nothing 
further, but I feel so strongly on this 
matter that I felt it my duty toallude to 
this question on the eve of the holidays, 
in order that some stray word may find 
alodgment in the mind of the Govern- 
ment and induce them during the weeks 
we are separated to refrain from pro- 
secuting iocal leaders in this fashion, and 
let the ordinary law deal with ordinary 
ofienders. The immediate prospect in 
Ireland is very serious. No one can 
say yet what is in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Land Bill. If that Land Bill should 
prove to be a disappointment, and to 
hold out no real hope for the settlement 
of these people in the West, and if, on 
the other hand, you go on with this 
insane policy of coercion, then as sure as 
we are assembled in this House we are 
drifting on once more into a position in 
which there will be untold suffering and 
the destruction of many hopes, and in 
which probably will be destroyed not 
only the peace of the country and the hope 
of immediate amelioration, but the re 
putation and existence of the present Lrish 
Government. For these reasons I have 
felt it my duty to raise this question, 
and | do hope before we get to the con 
sideration of the Land Bill we may have 
some reassuring statement from those 
who are responsible in this House for 
the maintenance of law and order and 
peace in Ireland. 


Business of 


*(4.52.) Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL 
FoR $RELAND (Mr. — ATKINSON, 
Londonderry, N.): I rise not for the 
purpose either of detending my right 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary, or 
recapitulating the arguments recently 
used by him in defence of his position. 
I inerely want to make a few remarks as 
tothe leading principles of administra- 


tion which, I understand, the hon. 
Member for Waterford laid down as 
fitting to be followed by the Irish 


Government. First of all, let me con- 
gratulate him on his’ extraordinary 
change of view with regard to Judge 
O'Connor Morris. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I said noth 
ing of the kind. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Last week the 
judge was so bad, so inefficient, that a 
Motion was made here to present an 
Address to the Crown to remove him 
from his office. Now, it appears he is a 
Daniel come to judgment, and the 
legitimate consequence of the judgment 
he delivered—at all events according to 
the hon. Member for Waterford—is that 
he should have acquitted the accused 
who were before him. ‘The hon. 
Member said that Judge O’Connor 
Morris had been defended from these 
benches on the occasion when his 
conduct was betore the House. I do 
not think that is a fair representation 


of our attitude. We endeavoured to 
show that the conduct of Judge 


O'Connor Morris as a judge did not, 
according to the ordinary principles 
which regulate such things, deserve that 
an address should be voted to remove 
him, but | did not venture to express 
any opinion in the sense either of 
approval or disapproval of the mode in 
which he discharges his duties, or the 
remarks which he thought himself 
justified in making in his judicial 
capacity, and I mean to follow exactly 
that line on the present occasion. What 
his opinions may be on the policy of 
purchase I do not intend to busy myself 
about. The only matter to which I wish 
to call attention is this — that the 
accused persons, or rather the accused 
person FitzGibbon, for he apparently is 
the only one in which the hon. Member 
is interested — 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not so. 
1 quoted from Mr. FitzGibbon’s speech, 
but the quotations that | made from the 
Judge’s charge had reference to his 
co-traverser, Mr. Webb; and in the 
other case of Mr. O’Donnell, | mentioned 
the co-traverser also. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I accept the hon. 
Member's correction; I assume he is 
equally interested in the other accused. 
sut with that I really have nothing to 
do. If these men were proved guilty of 
crime, then they ought to be convicted. 
The facet that they were in responsible 
_ positions and enjoyed the confidence of 
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the peasantry of the country—{An How. 
Memper : That is the crime !]—is all the 
more reason why, when they abused 
that .confidence, and _ instigated the 
people of the country to commit crime-—- 
[‘*Oh!”’|—-they should be convicted and 
punished. They were summoned for hay- 
ing instigated the peasantry to enter into 
acembination for the purpose of injuring 
Lord De Freyne. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
That was not the charge. The charge was 
one of unlawful assembly.] The illegality 
of the assembly consisted in this—that it 
was convened for the purpose of instigat- 
ing the tenants on the De Freyne Estate 
to enter into a combination not to pay 
their rent. and thus to injure Lord De 
Freyne. It was the object with which 
the assembly was convened which made 
it illegal. The very fact that they 
enjoyed the confidence of the country, 
and that their exhortations would he 
followed by action made their crime all 
the greater. Therefore it is impossible 
that in the administration of the criminal 
law any difference can be made at all 
as regards the criminality of persons on 
the ground of the position they occupy, 
or the amount of confidence reposed in 
them. The hon. Member for Waterford 
read many extracts from the speech made 
by Mr. FitzGibbon in his own defence, but 
he read no extracts from the speeches 
of Mr. FitzGibbon and Mr. Webb at the 
meeting for which they were tried. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But I 
quoted the statement of the judge that 
he had carefully read their speeches, and 
there was nothing criminal in them. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I am absolutely 
correct in saying that no quotation was 
made from the speeches. If Il were to 
quote from them | think I could find 
many incitements to different tenants 
on the estate to combine not to pay 
their rent until they had made Lord De 
Freyne “eat grass "—that is, had forced 
him to yield, had starved him into sub- 
mission. It is said that thege gentlemen 
ought not to be punished, because their 
motives were benevolent, because they 
were anxious to bring about the pur- 
chase of estates, and purchase means a 
reduction of 20 per cent. in the annual 
outgoings of tenants. That may be a 
desirable object; purchase may be a 
desirable object, but it is not to be 

Mr. Atkinson. 
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effected through crime. Take an 
example. The destruction of slum areas 
in London may be most desirable, but 
that can scarcely justify one in instigating 
the people to burn down all the houses in 
the slums. Nor would the fact that it is 
desirable to better the conditions of a 
certain class of people justify a meeting, 
to incite the poor to rob the houses and 
distribute among them the property of 
the riot. However just and reasonable 
motives may be in themselves, they do 
not justify the resort to criminal means 
to effect the purpose desired. Therefore 
I cannot promise the hon. Member for 
Waterford that any change shall be 
made in that respect. With regard to 
men who break the law, whatever their 
motives, or position, or influence may 
be, there should be no distinction of 
persons. [‘* Jameson Raid.”’; Criminals 
must answer for criminal conduct, what- 
ever their position or whatever their 
influence. ® 
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(5.2.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said that as he wasin charge of the Bill 
second on the Paper for Wednesday, the 
Motion made by the First Lord natur- 
ally did not meet with his approval. 
The Irish Party, while they had been 
fairly suecesstul with regard to Motions, 
had very unsuccessful in the 
ballot for Wednesdays on which to 
bring forward Bills. The best place they 
secured was the 33rd, and they were 
consequently very loth to give up the 
little chance they had of passing the 
measure in question. The first Order 
on the Paper was not, he understood, a 
contentious Bill, and would possibly go 
through against a comparatively short 
debate, and he could not see why the 
usual procedure of their allowing the 
second Order to come on should be 
departed from. He was not particularly 
sanguine of passing the measure; the 
mere fact that it was supported by the 
vast majority of the Irish representatives 
was sufficient to preclude such an event, 
as it seemed as though the Government, 
which professed to legislate accord- 
ing to the desires of the people, always 
retused to sanction any measure ol 
which the Irish people were in favour. 
He was inclined to move an Amend- 
ment in order to try to obtain an 
opportunity of introducing the Bill in 
which he was interested. Experience 


been 
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had shown that there were many blots 
in the Act passed by the hon. Gentle- 
wan the Member tor Leeds, and reform 
was necessary. For that reason he 
had been asked by his colleagues to 
take charge of the Bill in question. 
He very much regretted that the speech 
which the Attorney General had just 
delivered, so far from giving them any 


encouragement that the Government 
would adopt reasonable measures in 


ireland, showed that they were intent 
upon forcing discontent under the 
surface. Some time ago the Member 
for East Mayo made a _ proposal to 
the Government, and nobody except 
a man who had made the _ sacrifices 
he had, and who had proved his 
sincerity by the sufferings he had so 


cheerfully endured, could have made 
such a proposal with more weight. 


The hon. Member for East Mayo said 
inone of his speeches— 


“That he did not enter into the agitation 
with a light heart, and he knew the sacrifices 
which the people were called upon to make. 
His conviction was that if an honourable com- 
promise could be made, it would be far better 
tor the people that it should be made. If 
the Government would hold out any hope to 
these people on the De Freyne Estate, he 
would personally yo down to the west and 
ask the people to pay the current half-year’s 
rent, and ask them to wait for the Land Bill 
which was promised.” 


What response had been made to 
that offer? There had been nothing 


but jeering and sneering and dragoon- 
ing the people. They heard a great 
deal trom the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General about law and order 
and the respect that should be offered 
to it, but those who prated so much 
whout this should first make law and 
order worthy of respect. The Attorney 
General was asked by the hon. Member 
lor Kast Cork whether his attention 
had been ealled to the fact that the 
Castle Authorities had ordered _ police- 
en to stand up against the door- 


posts and windows of houses where 
meetings had been held, to listen to 
what was going on, and the right 


hon. Gentleman replied, saying that the 
police were doing this in order to 
inspire confidence in any people who 
night be boycotted, and with a view 
of getting information and evidence 
when necessary. Were the Government 
ordering such disgraceful acts? He 
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was surprised that at some of those 
meetings there was not riot and 
bloodshed, because there was nothing 
more exasperating than to see 
men at the windows and _ doors 
listening and taking notes of what 
occurred inside. No English hon. 
Member would credit that such a 
state of spying could be done with the 
authority of the Government. Though 
the Bills introduced by Irish Members 
might fail to obtain a Second Reading, the 
discussion of certain subjects was necess- 
ary, and often advisable, becausc they 
generally led to the Government adopt- 
ing some suggestions, which they threw 
out in discussion. He regretted the 
spirit of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman just upon going away for the 
Easter holidays. As far as his judgment 
went, the Attorney General had not in the 
least replied to the points raised by the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford. 
He would not move his Amendment now, 
but before the debate concluded, possibly 
some of his hon. friends would move, 
thus enabling them to vote upon a clean 
issue, which would be submitted when all 
the words after * April”? he had alluded 
to were struck out. 


(5.15.) Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co., 
Ossory) said it was rather remarkable 
that at a time when the Government 
were dealing with thisinterminable Irish 
Land question they should be imprisoning 
men in Ireland who had been largely 
instrumental in bringing about this 
proposed change in the law. They had 
been told that the Land question would 
now be settled, and that they were going 
to receive a new Land Bill. He did not 
wish to delay the exposition of that 
measure, but he regretted very much that 
the men instrumental in bringing about 
that legislation were in prison. One 
hon. Member was lying on a plank bed, 
while the Chief Secretary for Ireland was 
reposing on the upholstered Treasury 
bench. Was that a satisfactory prelude 
to the introduction of legislation in a free 
country ? He did not think there was 
anything so unfortunate as the fact that 
Ireland had to be brought to the verge 
of revolution before any remedial measures 
were granted. Irish Nationalists asked 
for compulsory sale of land, but in order 
to stifle that demand all the powers of 
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the Executive in Ireland were being used. 
Trial by jury was set aside, and packed 
juries had been instituted, and removable 
magistrates brought into existence. The 
removable Magistrates Court never missed 
fire, although sometimes the packed 
jury missed fire, because it was not 
packed enough. He wished to call 
attention to the case of Sergeant 
Gallagher, who went into a room where 
three or four men were arranging a 
meeting. Arrangements being 
made for holding the meeting when the 
Sergeant walked in with a bunch of 
grapes in his hand. He offered them 
around, and said— 

“You cannot expect anything from this 
movement of yours ; the only means is physical 
force.” 


were 


That was from a Sergeant wearing the 
King’s uniform. The League organiser 
replied that they had got a good deal from 
agitation already, and that they expected 
to get a good deal more. 

* Oh,” replied the Sergeant, “that is all 
nonsense. You cannot get anything from 
constitutional agitation; the only hope is 
physical force.” 

That was on 20th December, and on the 
22nd a meeting was held at Abbeyleix, 
and Sergeant Gallagher was the Govern 
ment Reporter. He reported Mr. Dela- 
hunt’s speech, and prosecuted him, with 
the result that Mr. Delahunt was now a 
prisoner in iilkenny Gaol, and Sergeant 
Gallagher was at large at Abbeyleix. He 
asked the Chief Secretary a question on 
the subject, and received a very courteous 
reply. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the Sergeant used the expression as 
a jest. He wondered if the removable 
magistrate at Abbeyleix would have taken 
that as a defence if a Nationalist were 
concerned. He wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the scenes in the 
drama. In the first seene the Sergeant 
declared that the only hope was physical 
force ; then, at the meeting, the Sergeant 
reported Mr. Delahunt’s speech, and Mr. 
Delahunt got three months, while the 
Sergeant remains at large. That was the 
prelude to the introduction of the Land 
Bill. He knew very well that the right 
hon. Gentleman was not going to bring 
in a Bill to meet the demands of the Trish 
people, which had been put forward in a 
legitimate and constitutional manner. His 
hon. friends and also some hon. Members 
opposite demanded compulsory _ sale. 


Mr, Delany. 
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He did not believe that the right hon, 
Gentleman was going to meet that 
demand, and that was the whole secret 
of the failure of the Government 
in Ireland. Only yesterday he 
heard the Attorney General for England 
declaring, in connection with Education, 
how dangerous it was to go against 
legitimate public opinion in different 
localities, and that the localities had every 
right to be consulted, and ought to be 
consulted. He himself voted last evening 
with the Government in support of that 
principle. Were the lrish members con- 
sulted, was the Leader of the Irish Party 
consulted, in reference to the Land Bill ! 


*\irn. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's 
observations will be more appropriate 
when the Bill itself is introduced. 


Mr. DELANY said he had no desire to 
delay the introduction of the Land Bill, 
or to postpone the exp: etation with 
which the right hon. Gentleman's exposi- 
tion was awaited. 


(5.23.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 3.): 
As there is no Amendment to the 
Motion before the House, I think 
it will be in order for me to address 
two or three questions to the Seere- 
State which I had 
intended to put to him on Thursday 
last. had not the debate taken a turn 
which did not make it appropriate. 
Knowing how very anxious many hon 
embers are to hear the introduction of 
the Land Bill, I will put the questions of 
which | have given the right hon. Gentle 
man private notice, in the briefest possible 
form, as [ have no desire to initiate a 
debate. The first question is whether | 
am right in believing that innocent 
persons are no longer im South Africa 
compelled to be present at executions 
under martial law. I understood some 
time ago that orders were given to stop 
the practice, and I want to be assured 
that that is so. The second question is 
whether the practice of placing now 
combatants on trains for the sake o 
endeavouring to secure protection to 
trains on railways believed to 
threatened still ‘continues. I need 
hardly say that the practice is contrary 
to the Hague Convention and contrary 
to the general usages of civilised warfare. 
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Several hon. Members: No, no.} Un- 
questionably. The only parallel I can 
find to it is the case which occurred in 
the Franco-German War in 1870, under 
somewhat different circumstances. The 
third question is this. A Return was 
lately granted in another place, on the 
Motion of Lord Spencer, showing the 
sentences passed by Courts-martial in 
Cape Colony. This Return was assented 
to by the Government, and it is to cover 
all the cases in which Courts-martial 
have pronounced sentence of death or 
penal servitude, the places where the 
courts were held, the persons who com- 
posed them, and what alterations in the 


sentences were made afterwards by 
authority. I desire to know whether 
the Government will consent to add 


two points. First, a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the Courts-martial in all 
cases in which sentences of death have 
been imposed. I[ look upon that as very 
important. There can be nothing more 
important than that we should know 
what the Courts-martial have done, both 
with a view to understanding the position 
in South Africa, and also to the mainten- 
ance of the constitutional rights of British 
subjects everywhere. The other point 
I should like to see added is a statement 
of all the eases in which the death 
sentence or penal servitude has been 
pronounced where the prisoners have 
been convicted on the evidence’ of 
natives. I am informed that the 
evidence of natives is now no longer 
taken by the treason-courts. When | 
was in South Africa some years ago, 
I was given to understand that no 
one was ever convicted on the unsup- 
ported evidence of natives. It is, there- 
fore, of some importance that we should 
know to what extent native evidence has 
been used. My last point has reference 
to certain statements which have ap- 
peared regarding the treatment of pri- 
soners of war in Bermuda. [| donot want 
to repeat them, because they may be in- 
correct, but they have appeared in an 
American magazine of extensive circula- 
tion and high character, and are authen- 
ticated by a clergyman who says 
he visited Bermuda. All I ask is that 


the right hon. Gentleman should cause 
an inquiry to be made in Bermuda in 
order to enable us to have authentic in- 
formation on the subject, and I hope 
it will turn out that he will be able to 
¢ontradict them. 
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(5.32.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 


(Donegal, 8.) said he hoped the Secretary 
of State for War did not think that 
he had not dealt very courteously 
with him in refusing the right hon. 
Gentleman the information in his 
possession and control in reference 
to the circumstances of Scheepers’ exe- 
cution. He asked the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to telegraph to Lord Kitchener 
on the subject. He desired to read to 
the House an extract from a letter of a 
soldier who was an eye-witness. He 
could not give the name of the writer, 
but the letter, which was written home 
to the writer’s wife and dated January 
24th, 1902, contained the following pass- 
age 

“T went to see Commandant Scheepers shot 
last Saturday at 3 o’clock. He was shot about 
200 yards from my tent. They brought him from 
town in an ambulance van with the band play- 
ing and the firing party following behind. 
Wien they got him to his place, he begged to 
stand up and face death, but they tied him 
down ina chair and blindfolded him, and 15 
of the Coldstream Guards stood ten paces from 
him and fired, and it almost blew F 
him away. It was a sickening sight. He 
must have been a very brave man. He did not 
flinch, nor even turn pale; so they buried him 
as he was, and broke the chair up anid threw it 
on top of him, and the band played back 
again.” 


one side of 


These were the details, but he could 
not give the name of the writer he- 
the man might be ruined if 
his name was disclosed. The letter 
stated that the soldiers stood ten paces 
from the man. The soldiers had the 
greatest hatred of these executions, and 
they were brought up close sothat there 
might be no escape. If they could do so, 
the soldiers fired at the legs of the per- 
son who was to be shot in order that 
they might escape the charge of blood- 
guiltiness. The circumstances of this 
matter, asdescribedin the letter, showed 
horrible barbarity; and he asked the 
Secretary of State for War, in the inter- 
est of humanity, whether these things 
were true or not. He or Lord Kitchener 
must know by whose authority such a 
horrible outrage had been committed. 
It was scandalous and brutal. He be- 
lieved if the people of England knew 
what was happening they would rise up 
and protest against it. 


(5.38.) Tue SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


cause 


ford): The hon. Member has made an 
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appeal to me on a particular subject, and 
has madeit a subject of complaint that I 
have not hitherto taken notice of the 
statements he has made in the House 
in order to obtain inquiry. 
without any reference to the particular 
case the hon. Member has brought for- 
ward, | must tell him that the whole line 
that he has adopted for the last two 
years with reference to statements on the 
war, the Questions he has put, very often 
uncorroborated by any evidence what- 
ever, and the constant pressure which he 
has applied to Ministers to divulge mat- 
ters which, for the good of the country 
and in deference to officers in the field, it 
is their duty not to divulge—all these 
things made me exceedingly scrupulous 
about acting on any information or sug- 
gestion which he made with regard to 
the particular matters which he brought 
hetore the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Any state- 
ment | have ever made in this House I 
have made in the bon fide belief that it 
was true,and on such evidence, possibly 
not legal evidence, that 1 was prepared 
to accept the responsibility of the state- 


ment. | challenge the right hon. 
Gentleman to give me one instance 


during these two years in which I made 
an uncorroborated statement. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Ido not doubt the 
bonne fides of the hon. Gentleman, but | 
would remind him that the way to hell 
is paved with good intentions. [Cries of 
** Order.’ | 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : The right 
hon. Gentleman has said I have asked 
(Juestions on uncorroborated evidence, 
and that I have asked Questions which 
have been unfounded and untrue. I 
challenge him to give me even one 
instance. That is a serious charge. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not charge 
the hon. Member with stating things 
that are untrue, but I have stated that 
on absolutely uncorroborated informa- 
tion he has made suggestions with re- 
terence to our generals, and that he has 
made attacks upon Lord Methuen over 
and over again. By innuendo and sug- 
gestion he has brought into his Questions 
matters which are not fact, and which 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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are likely to give infinite pain to those 
whom he mentions. In many cases the 
information supplied to him, though he 
may have had the bon fide belief that it 
is true, has been absolutely false; and in 
my judgment he has followed a most 
undesirable practice, which has recently 
become common, in pressing Ministers 
on matters which it is their duty to the 
King not to disclose. I therefore have, 
I confess, treated him, not, | hope, with 
scant courtesy, but with scant considera- 
tion. I think in this particular instance 
he would have been much better advised 
if he had sent me privately this state- 
ment regarding the execution and asked 
me to inquire into it, instead of which, 
for the benefit of the Continental Press 
and others, he aired his statement in 
this House on the authority of one 
person, and gives it the publicity all over 
Europe which belongs to statements 
made i: this House. I deprecate that 
practice, and so far as I can I will not 
give countenance or support to it. If 
the hon. Member chooses to favour me 
with information which discloses to me 
at allevents the bonu fides of the person 
who has given it to him, under those 
circumstances I will certainly consider 
whether any inquiry can be made. But 
I trust after this discussion he will 
realise that his manner of conducting in- 
terrogation in this House— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: On a point 
of order, has the right hon. Gentleman 
any right whatever to lecture me! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Gentle- 
man asks a (Juestion and the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks the Question ought 
not to be asked, he has a right to express 
his opinion. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member's 
methods of conducting interrogation are 


greatly to be deprecated in view of 
the public service. I will now leave 
the hon. Gentleman, in order to 
answer the questions of the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen. As regards executions, I hope 
I made it clear to the House some time 
ago that the compulsory attendance of 
persons at executions had already been 
not merely discouraged by His Majesty® 
Government, but that Lord Kitchener, 
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onhis own initiative, before his attention 
was called to the instance which had 
taken place, had forbidden it. With 
regard to the question of non-combatants, 
I am afraid I am not armed with the 
exact article of the Hague Convention 
to which the right hon. Gentleman 
alludes. He, I know, holds that it is 
inconsistent with the Hague Convention 
and civilised war that non-combatants 
should be put upon trains in order to 
prevent the enemy from wrecking them. 
That is not the view which is held by 
those who advise us in this matter. lt 
is well known that in one great war, 
at least, that practice was continually 
followed ; and, although I demurred on 
a previous occasion, and do now demur, 
to being asked to name another great 
nation Who carried out a similar practice, 
because of the susceptibilities which are 
aroused by statements of that kind in 
this House, I should not have far to look 
for another example which would amply 
justify us in the course Lord Kitchener 
thought it necessary to take. With 
regard to courts-martial, the right hon. 
Gentleman asks for a copy of the pro- 
ceedings and of the evidence in all cases 
where death sentences were pronounced. 
That would, I am afraid, delay for a very 
long time any Return that could be made. 
It would be much better, I think, that 
we should give, as shortly as we can. all 
the information that has already been 
asked for, coupled with the instructions 
to courts-martial. With regard to the 
evidence of natives, the Government 
cannot possibly consent to exclude their 
evidence. Natives are the persons who 
have suffered most from these murders, 
and their evidence is most material ; but, 
of course, it is obvious that it has to 
be most carefully watched, and it is 
important that in every case where 
possible it should be corroborated by at 
least presumptive evidence in support 
from white people. I believe great 
attention has been paid by the courts- 
martial to the distinction between native 
and white evidence in these respects. 


Business of 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not wish to delay 
the Return already moved for in the 
House of Lords, but I would ask whether 
the information I desire could be afforded 
in a subsequent Return. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I must see, first 
of all, what we have, before I can give a 
promise. The obtaining of the informa- 
tion in regard to courts-martial from an 
area so enormous as that of Cape Colony 
means a tremendous strain on those 
engaged in the task. Fifty pounds 
weight of material arrived ten days ago, 
and I have not yet been able to gothrough 
it myself. With regard to the Bermuda 
prisoners, the last communication I had 
from the Governor was that there was no 
special arrangement for working them 
as if they were in a convict prison, but 
that they were segregated from the other 
prisoners, and that practically their 
condition was similar to that of ordinary 
prisoners of war, although some labour 
was being found for them. ‘That being 
so, I am certain that the accounts of 
their treatment to which the right hon. 
Gentleman alludes must have been very 
highiy coloured. I will undertake to see 
in their case that every consideration is 
given to them consistent with their 
condition as prisoners of war. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) : In regard to native evidence | 
agree that you cannot exclude it alto- 
gether in the court of justice. I do not 
think it has ever been excluded, but the 
right hon. Gentleman must know that 
native evidence has to be watched very 
carefully, and there is no more difficult 
task than to adjudicate in cases in which 
a considerable part of the evidence is of 
that character which requires to be 
carefully watched. There is no more 
difficult thing in jurisprudence than to 
weigh the evidence of natives who are 
uninstructed on the evidence of parties 
of suspicious character. I wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, if it 
has not already been done, he would see 
that there should be some trained person, 
experienced in dealing with evidence, 
sitting upon every court-martial, in 
order that it shall not be left to 
inexperienced officers to deal with the 
very difficult and delicate questions 
of weighing evidence of that kind. 
It can be done. It has often been done, 
and it may be done now if the Com- 
mander-in-chief thinks fit. I commend 
| the question to the consideration of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 
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Cromarty) Clubs Bill Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 


the 


Government to give opportunities for 


introducing Scottish 


legislation. 


thought he was entitled to complain oi 
thearrangements which excluded Scottish 
business, although he could not go into 


the details of particular measures. 
hon. Gentlen 


wished to ask the right 


tion. There were other 


which he required information and he 
should continue putting down Question 
after Question until he got 


mation. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That 


have precedence this day, 


the conclusion of such 


Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put, and that tomorrow the 
House at its rising do adjourn until, 
Monday the 7th of April, 
conclusion of proceedings on the Shop 


matters 


Government 


business 


an 


trade 


upon CI 
hares 


teat tks M‘Kenna ;: 


| Bill 141.} 


business 
and that at 
Mr. 


and at the 


disputes,” 


31; supported by Mr. Bell and 
to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 28th May. and to be printed. 


ouse without (uestion put. 


NEW BILLS 
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presented by Sir 


Dilke, under Standing Ordea 


Mr. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“For the regulation and control of 
Sunday trading in Scotland,” presented 
by Mr. Cameron Corbett, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Law, Mr. 
John Wilson (St. Rollox), Mr. Hunter 
Craig, Mr. Bryce and Mr. Pirie; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 7th 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 143.] 
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CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

“For the registration and regulation 
of clubs in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, under Standing Order 
31; supported by Mr. Law, Mr. John 
Wilson (St. Rollox), Mr. Hunter Craig, 
Mr. Bryce, Mr. Pirie, and Sir Lewis 
M'‘Iver ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 7th April, and to be printed. 
| Bill 144.] 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT. 

*(6.10.) Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): I 
rise to ask the leave of the House for the 
introduction of yet another Land Bill. 
I think, Sir, that any Member of the 
House, and perhaps still more a Minister 
speaking for the Government, who puts 
forward such a request is liable to a 
dangerous temptation. He may be 
tempted to range from field to field of 
ancient controversy—historical,economic, 
or political. I shall resist that tempta- 
tion, trusting that [ may not on 
that account be taken to task by 
critics tomorrow, if tonight | omit argu- 
ments which I have used before, and 
which, no doubt, | shall have to urge 
again against measures to which the 
Government is deliberately opposed. To- 
night | shall attempt two things only 
in the first place, to show briefly the need 
for fresh legislation, and, in the second 
place, to state the character and scope of 
our own measure. Some such explana- 
tion, though not needed by hon. Members 
who are familiar with the Irish Land 
question, is, I think, due to many hon. 
Members in this House, and to many 
persons outside this House, electors and 
taxpayers, who are not themselves 
directly interested in Irish affairs. They 
may not at any time, they may not at 
the present moment, for reasons which 
will occur to every one, for many 
different reasons, be disposed to turn 
their attention in this direction with 
any great zeal. Let me say to them at 
the outset that by our measure we are 
not asking them to make concessions to 
Irish tenants as such, we are not asking 
them to give compensation to Irish 
landlords as such. We are asking them 
to deal in a practical way with the facts 
of Irish life as they are. 





(COMMONS) 


The facts of | 
Irish life, more particularly in respect of | 


(Ireland) Amendment. — 1039 


the land, differs very widely from the facts 
of English life with which some of us are 
more familiar. 

The Land system of Ireland, for reasons 
the validity of which I am not concerned 
to discuss this evening, has been treated 
in a wholly exceptional manner by the 
Legislature of the United Kingdom for a 
period of more than 30 years ; I might 
say 40 years, but in a marked degree for 
more than 30 years. Agriculture is the 
principal industry of Ireland, and that 
industry, whether for these or other 
reasons, is both controlled and safeguarded 
by the State at an enormous cost to the 
taxpayer. The Irish Land Commission, 
a State Department, and judicial body, 
determines the respective rights of the 
parties interested in Irish agriculture at 
an annual cost to the taxpayer of 
£140,000. The Royal Irish Constabulary 
are largely engaged in protecting their 
liberty at an annual cost to the taxpayer 
of £1,350,000. And yet, in spite of these 
precautions, and notwithstanding the pass- 
ing of forty Acts of Parliament, no one 
is or can reasonably be expected to be 
satisfied either with the present state or 
the future prospect of agriculture in Ire- 
land. We cannot leave it alone. We 
cannot trust in what is called the free 
play of competition and contract. Com- 
petition and contract in order to be truly 
vital and beneficent must be based on 
something more than a cheap and effee- 
tive process by which contracts can be 
enforced. It is also important in respect 
of lend that the man who wishes either 
to let or sell should, if those indirect 
advantages are to be reaped, be in a 
position to select the person to whom and 
the price at which he will either let or 
sell it. 

Again, it is almost equally important 
that the person who may wish to hire or 
buy land should be so far independent 
as a man is who can turn his energies 
and such money as he possesses in other 
directions, and betake himself to other 
work or manufacturing industry. These 
two important secondary conditions, 
which are necessary, I think, in order 
that we may hold our hands and trust 
everything to luck and competition, exist 
in Ireland to a much less extent than 
in this country. Let me take the letting 
of the land. Land in occupation in 
Ireland is very generally let only, and 
can only be let, to the existing occupier, 
to his heir, or nominee ; and generally it 
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can only be let for an annual sum, which 
the State has undertaken to fix. What- 
ever merits may or may not have accrued 
from the Rent-Fixing Acts, they have led 
to certain results which I must submit to 
the attention of the House. The results 
were not, I believe, anticipated by the 
guthors of the Act of 1881. It seems to 
have been supposed that when a certain 
number of rents had been _ fixed 
other parties would see what the rent 
should be, and arrive at it witbout litiga- 
tion. It seems to have been supposed, 
even if a great number of rents were 
fixed, that the number of appeals would 
be few. 


What has happened ! 336,000 rents have 
been brought into Court ; 240,708 rents 
have been fixed, and there have beenagainst 
these rents 73,756 appeals. What is 
more significant, and in my opinion more 
depressing, is that of that number of 
appeals 22,000 and more are against what 
are known as second term rents—-that is 
to say, rents fixed fifteen years after they 
have been fixed for the first term. Only 
$5,000 second term rents have been fixed 
in all, and there is au appeal in practically 
50 per cent. of the second term cases. 
This rage for litigation is increasing, and 
not diminishing, with this effect —that 
whereas shortly after I took office a year 
ago there were 10,000 appeals outstanding 
and awaiting decision, there are now 
13,000 outstanding and awaiting decision. 
That is a melancholy state of affairs, and 
the prospects of the future in the absence 
of legislation are far from bright. By 
the Act of 1887 we admitted the whole 
dass of leaseholders, some 50,000 in 
number, to the benefits of the Rent-Fixing 
Act. By the Act of 1896 we changed 
the law in respect of their improvements ; 
and therefore, although I do not like to say 
it will happen, we are bound to apprehend 
the possibility that next year, when their 
time matures, we shall have the whole 
40,000 eases thrown on a machine which 
is already clogged. Unless we legislate 
the third term judicial rents will over- 
take us before the second term rents are 
disposed of. Owing to their numbers, 
appeals are not decided, sometimes 
for one, two, three, and four years 
after they have been lodged. A very 
high judicial authority in Ireland said tome 
mice that this delay of justice amounted 
wa denial of justice. We are not con- 
terned as to whether it was needful or 
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just to give these rights. We are con- 
cerned, having given them, to see that 
advantage can be taken of them. And 
these delays also exert a deplorable 
effect on agriculture and on Irish life. 
It is not in human nature to suppose 
that a man who in twoor three 
years time is going to have the 
annual sum fixed which he will have to 
pay for a_ period of fifteen years, 
is going to work on his farm with the 
energy and enterprise he would other- 
wise display; and if, when that sum has 
been fixed, he has to wait for three or 
four years in order to see whether 
he was right or wrong in his con- 
tention, he would be an archangel if he 
tried to put the best possible face upon 
his holding. The increasing cost of liti- 
gation, the diminution of incentives to 
industry, the practical p.ohibition of 
any expenditure of capital on the part of 
the landlord cast a burden on Irish 
agriculture which it cannot bear. That 
is my case for further legislation in so 
far as the letting of the land is concerned. 

I come to the selling of land in Ireland. 
It was because of these evils, though 
before they reached their present pitch 
of aggravation, that we turned tor a 
remedy to State-aided purchase. By 
Conservative Governments in 1885, in 
1888, and in 1891, and by a Unionist 
Government in 1896, facilities were 
afforded for the purchase of land by 
the tenant from his landlord, in order 
to get some remedy for the evils I have 
described. I assume that we believe in 
the remedy. It is based, as we all know, 
upon the borrowing power of the common 
Exchequer ; and at the first blush hon. 
Members may say that it has sueceeded. 
It looks as if it had. Advances have 
been made to 67,000 tenant purchasers, 
and £22,500,000 has been advanced by 
the State. But if you look more closely 
into the figures, you wil] see that they 
are not so satisfactory. There has been 
a diminution, I regret to say, during 


recent years in the amount which 
has been advanced. In 1899  ad- 
vances were made of £1,900,000, 


in 1900 of £1,800,000, and last year of 

£1,280,000. But these figures do not 

give the whole extent of the diminution. 

The first step, which we call the origi- 

nating statement, does not, and cannot, 

mature for one or two years, and if you 
20 
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wish to get at the exact proportion of 
this diminution you must look to the 
originating statement. Take the last 
four years—the numbers of tenants 
are 8,000, 6,000, 5,000, and last 
year only 3,000. I call that an alarming 
decrease in the efficacy of the policy we 
believe in. What are the reasons for 
that decrease! 1 believe that we have 
got—at all events, that we are getting— 
to the end of the landlords who are 
prepared to sell for a capital sum which 
ean be advanced under the existing law. 
Those who have sold belong chiefly to 
three classes-—either they are landlords 
who have other sources of income and 
other interests often in this country, or 
they are landlords who were tempted to 
sell by the premium on land stock during 
1897-99 inclusive, or, in the third place, 
they are landlords who have been forced 
to sell because they were embarrassed, 
and their creditors urged them to take 
that course. The remainder are pre- 
vented from selling because they cannot 
afford to do it; and that is due partly 
to the fall in the value of land stock, 
which stood at 111, and has recently been 
standing at 93, and to two practical 
obstacles. The first is the legal costs in 
the proof of title. But what, in my 
opinion, is a greater obstacle than the 
proof of title is the distribution of 
the purchase money. The ascertaining 
of all the claims upon it, the 
contingent interests, and so forth, 
is a long, laborious, and costly process ; 
and the obstacle arising out of legal costs 
is far greater on a smaller estate than on 
a large estate. It is difficult to sell an 
estate of 500 or 600 acres without having 


to pay costs out of proportion to 
the size of the transaction. The 
other practical obstacle is found in 


the prevalence throughout Ireland of a 
number of holdings which are very small 
and very poor; holdings upon which the 
Land Commission, as the guardian of the 
public purse, often refuses to sanction any 
advance at all. In many cases they con- 
stitute a greater obstacle than legal costs, 
and they have a baneful, far-reaching 
effect on the whole of the agrarian ques- 
tion in Ireland. Holdings which are too 
small to support a family, which are 
sometimes divided into plots at a 


distance from each other, sometimes, but 


more rarely, held in common, and the 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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of which have undefined 
rights in respect of cutting turf—these 
holdings are prevalent in the congested 
districts, but they are scattered sporadi- 
cally throughout the whole of Ireland. 
In this matter I am talking about what 
| I have taken great pains to understand, 
I have instituted enquiries throughout 
the thirty-two counties of Ireland, and [ 
have had reports made upon the estates 
which contain a great number of small 
holdings, taking samples, so to speak, 
from counties in Ireland. [ find through. 
out Ireland that such holdings do present 
a great obstacle to purchase. Let us look 
first from the landlord’s point of view, 
They impede his ability to sell. There is 
greater freedom in the sale than in the 
letting of land in Ireland. Still, taking the 
facts as they are, we cannot hold our 
hands and trust to the higgling of the 
market. Price is left to the parties, but 
the facility offered by the State only 
extends to the existing occupier of 
the existing holding, be it good, bad, 
or indifferent—and [| have — shown 
that all over Ireland it is in many 
cases very bad. The seller can select 
no other purchaser than the oceu- 
pier of the property ; the purchaser can 
select no other property than that which 
he occupies. The law prescribes that a 
separate bargain shall be made in each 
case. The Land Commission comes in 
only at a later stage, and then sanctions, 
modifies, or rejects each one of these bar- 
gains, not in respect to the whole 
transaction which the landlord may be 
anxious to carry through, and not in 
respect to the merits as between landlord 
and tenant, but solely and simply upon 
the isolated security which that plot, 
perhaps a wretched one, gives to the Ex- 
chequer. The result is that the owner 
incurs a very heavy initial expense in 
negotiating all these separate bargains. 
There is delay for months, sometimes for 
years, in adjusting the respective rights 
of the tenant either to turbary or other 
easements. Then the Land Commission 
comes in and sanetions, it may be, a ma 
jority of the holdings and refuses to 
sanction a minority of the holdings. 
What is the landlord’s position? He 
must either sell all his good farms and 
keep all his bad farms, in which case he 
is left with the more unlucky or incompe- 
tent of his tenants, or he must put up 
with any price which the Land Commis- 
‘sion may put on the worst part of his 
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property, which he has not been in a 

ition to improve. He may find himself 
forced to take a price which he never con- 
templated and cannot prudently accept. 
In some cases the Land Commission have 
felt it their duty to refuse to advance a 
ingle shilling upon the whole estate. 
Suppose the sale goes through, a number 
af uneconomic holdings are fixed for 
ever at the public expense, and the land- 
rd has a bargain which was not the 
bargain he contemplated. 


Those are the direct results of pur- 
chase under the existing law. The in- 
direct result is that the volume of pur- 
chase decreases, one of the reasons being 
that landlords will not and cannot be 
apected to incur this initial expense 
with the risk of finding themselves com- 
nitted to a bargain which entails their 
ruin; because it is very difficult for a 
landlord to withdraw once he has begun 
aegot ‘ating for the sale of his estate. Then 
there is the effect from the tenant’s point 
dview. Although some of these smail 
holdings are not perhaps economically 
wsound, they do not supply to the 
nant purchaser what I[ may tall secure 
pints of departure for a very long and 
stringent obligation to the State, nor do 
they give the State as good a security as 
tought to have. There are in Ireland 
127,000 holdings with an average annual 
value of £3, and they are not confined to 
ihecongested districts,for there are 21,700 
Ulster if you exclude Donegal. I do 
uot pretend that all the small holdings 
ite economically unsound ; some are in 
he nature of allotments and some are 
mall dairy farms, among the best hold- 
agsin Ireland. But the result of the in- 
ities which I have instituted tends to 
ow that, as a rule, the small holdings are 
he worst ; and the evil of their being too 
mall is aggravated by other economic 
‘iemishes. When they are split up into 
tached plots and when impossible to de- 
ide rights as to turbary or grazing, then | 
i¢ tenant is not eager to offer a round 
ice, or, if he does, the Land Commission 
tty properly refuses to sanction the | 
atgain. To sum up this part of my | 
gument, I say that, if we look to the | 
sult of the first remedy, that of rent- | 
ting hy the State, we find the number 
appeals becoming yearly greater than 
‘etumber disposed of in any one year ; 
nd, if we look at the results of the second 
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remedy—Stated-aided purchase—we see 


(Ireland) Amendment. 


them shrinking before our eyes. That 
is the case tor fresh legislation. 
Now let me come to the Bill. May I 


say, in passing, to avoid any miscon- 
ception, that the main principles of the 
Bill were in print a year or fifteen 
months ago. Before I enter into any 
detail I should like to submit two general 
observations, and that will really save 
time if hon. Members will be kind enough 
to apply them where they see it is fitting. 
Whilst we shall welcome suggestions and 
criticisms upon many points, the main 
lines of the Bill must be taken as an 
organic whole. In this Bill we are try- 
ing, to use a colloquial phrase, to shift 
the weight off the rent-fixing leg and to 
put it on the purchasing leg. We cannot 
do what we propose to do for purchase 
unless we also effect some economy in 
the great cost of fixing rents in Ireland 
at the cost of the taxpayer. By this Bill 
I hope, if it is accepted and it meets with 
success, the time and the energy and 
the money of parties in Ireland and of 
the State will be transferred from barren 
litigation and used in the more fruitful 
purpose of getting rid of dual owner- 
ship. We make that choice, we have 
that preference, because rent-fixing in- 
creases in volume and acerbity with 
every fresh revision. On theother hand, 
land purchase has this merit —that 
the State has incurred no loss under it, 
and I believe, exposed to no risk. 
Under the Acts of 1891 and 1896 more 
than 30,000 purchasers are paying 
annually £171,214 to the State. I have 
no case of bad debts to offer. And as 
to unpunctuality—we know that in 
Ireland, previous to purchase, people 
took a view of arrears which I may 
perhaps describe as liberal—but out of 
those 30,000 purchasers there are in all 
Ireland only sixty-nine men who are 
six mon hs late, only twelve men who 
are a year late, and only one man who 
is eighteen months late. The whole 
amount of what it is perhaps severe to 
describe as unpunctuality comes to this, 
that we are £463 in arrear out of 
£171,000, or 5s. 5d. per £100. 


; > 
1s, 


The second general observation I have 
to make is that we are trying in this 
Bill to disentangle three processes which 
are somewhat confused in existing 
practice—|I mean finance, administration, 
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and law. I wish the House to under- 
stand that wherever in this Bill the 
Exchequer undertakes a novel obligation, 
there we provide for Treasury super- 
vision and control. Administration we 
endeavour to concentrate into the hands 
of administrators and to remove it from 
legal points, and legal points we seek to 
leave to those learned in the law. With 
those two observations 1 come to the 
provisions of the Bill. 

The first and most important provision 
is that, within certain limits and on the 
fulfilment of certain conditions, the 
Government is prepared throughout 
Ireland to take over the whole or as 
much of his estate as an owner wishes 
to sell, to effect any improvement, any 
amalgamation or enlargement of the 
holding, any determination of rights of 
easement which are necessary prelimin- 
aries to a proper resale, if that resale 
is to be economic, beneficial, and finan- 
cially secure; and then undertake to 
resell after these operations have been 
performed. That ‘snot a novel principle. 
Parliament has affirmed it over and over 
again. As far as | know, it occurs first 
in the Report of a Select Committee of 
this House in 1878—No. 249 of that 
year, pages 4 and 5— 

‘*Your Committee accordingly beg to re- 


commend that some properly constituted body 
should he entrusted with sufficient funds to 


purchase suitable estates or parts of estates | 


when offered for sale, with a view of selling 
them to as many of the tenants as may be able 
and willing to buy ;” 

and the Committee Report goes on to 
recommend that- 

“Advances should not be made to ten- 
ants holding in rundale or detached plots, 
but, after purchasing such estates, before 
resale to the tenants the holdings should be 
rearranged and distributed amongst them.” 


The idea was embodied in the Acts of 
1870, Section 47 ; 1881, Section 26; and 
1885, Sections 5 and 7. It is quite clear, 
therefore, that the Legislature has al- 
ways had a secondary intention of dealing 
with estates upon what I may call the 
in globo principle. The clauses in the 
Acts | have named, however, did not 


work in the early years, and the possi- | 


bility of any such transactions, quite 
unintentionally, no doubt, but effectively, 
was put an end to by the financial pro- 
visions of the Act of 1891, because under 
that Act each advance which was in 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


1046 


| land stock had to be secured upon a 
particular holding. That being 0, 
it is impossible any longer to deal with 
an estate as a whole. But I do not 
see how those clauses could havesucceeded 
in any case, because Parliament pro- 
vided neither the administrative power 
to execute any of these operations, nor 
any money for the defraying of the 
expenses involved. Under those cir. 
cumstances, the clauses remain as 
witnesses only of our pious intentions. 
We, in this Bill, make the following 
provision: Any owner in Ireland may 
do what the land judge is author. 
ised now to do under Section 40 of the 
Act of 1896—that is to say, any owner 
may apply to the Land Commission to 
furnish a preliminary estimate of the 
price at which they would be prepared 
to sanction a sale. The Land Con- 
mission will have in view the capital 
value of the land which the landlord 
desires to dispose of, and which could be 
resold after any amalgamation and re- 
distribution had been effected where 
necessary; and after, where necessary 
also, any addition to the estate had been 
made, either from untenanted land out- 
side the estate or from such portion of 
the landlord’s demesne as he did not 
wish to reserve. I believe that will be 
of great assistance to the Lrish landlords, 
‘It will save them from the embarrass 
ment of preliminary negotiation which 
may prove abortive. The Iindlord wil 
| know where he is from the start, instead 
of plunging into negotiations which he 
| might find he could not carry through. 
| It will save him from what is a real risk, 
'to which, I think, he ought not tole 
/exposed—the risk of having to create 
tenancies under the rent-fixing Act a 
|@ preliminary to the sale. A landlord 
| may create tenancies, perhaps, in a park 
|or on some mountain land which be 
| holds, and then, having given the benefit 
| of the status under the Act of 1881 to® 
number of persons, he finds that afterall 
the sale does not go through. People 
| will not take the risk, and under thi 
| Bill we save them from it. 


If the landlord is satisfied with the 
| preliminary estimate, I then come to the 
| second condition. The second condition 
is that assent must be obtained from 
| three-quarters of the tenants on the 
}estate in number and ratable value t 
| 
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purchase their own holdings, or, where 
there has been redistribution, others of 
equal or greater value. This is not a 
mere theory ; we have experience behind 
it. We know from the operation of the 
Congested Districts Board that where 
three-fourths of the tenants on an estate 
are ready to come in, as a matter of fact | 
they nearly all—if not the entire number 
—come in. Where these two conditions | 
are fulfilled, and the Land Commis- | 
sion is of opinion that resale can be 
effected without prospect of loss. the 
Land Commission may agree to buy, and 
the estate then vests in the Land Com 
mission and ceases to be vested in the 
landlord. 

At that point we get what [ may cal 
a biturcation in the transaction, which | 
wil give an advantage somewhat 
analogous to that which is reaped 
by a railway when it doubles its 
lines. The actual estate, the land, 
the realty, will from that point | 
go ofi—if | may put it so—on one line, 
to be administered, readjusted. and resold 
by the Land Commission as cheaply and 
as quickly as possible: and the purchase 
money, the personalty, will go off on 
another line, in order to be distributed 
among those who can establish claims to 
it. ‘This arrangement gives acceleration 
and cheapening in both these processes. 
It gives material assistance from the 
State in each of these processes, and pro- | 
vides what |] think is an even greater 
advantage —that theyshall be undertaken 
simultaneously, instead of, as now, sue- 
eessively, and at the sole charge of the 
landlords. 





Although both of these processes will 
go on at the same time, it is obvious 
that | cannot explain them at the same 
time, and { must be allowed totake them 
one utter the other. I will first take the 
estate, which is now vested in the Land 
Commission. Under our Bill the Land | 
Commission may do the following things 
in order to prepare an estate for resale. 
It may, subject to conditions which the 
Treasury impose, buy untenanted land 
outside the estate, where t hat is necessary 
toa proper resale. It may do that—for 
obvious reasons—before and in contem- 
plation of a purchase which it intends 
tomake; for, if you bought the estate 
first, the price would be eerrain to be 

} 
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is obviously convenient to your object. 
In the second place, it can execute works 
on the estate, such as occupation roads 
and shifting boundaries. In the third 
place—and I attach importance to this 
provision—it may transfer to trustees 
for the benefit of the purchasing tenants 
land for the purpose of pasturage, 
turbary, and allotments, and also tor 
the purpose of preserving woods and 
plantations. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): In 


trust for whom ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: For the tenant 
purchasers in that area. They would 
have to be satisfied with the trustees, and 
the Land Commission would have to be 


| satisfied with the trustees. Take a case. 


Suppose there were 300 small tenancies 
and 100 acres of untenanted grass land. 
[t would be most improvident to try to 
split up that land, but it might be of 
great value to the small purchasers to 
have the land held for their benefit under 


a deed of trust. 


Then, fourthly, the Land Commission 
is given the power to exchange one hold- 
ing for another. You cannot redistribute 
an estate unless you have that power, 
and under the Bill the Land Commission 
is given a similar power to that contained 
inthe Congested Districts Act of last sear, 
with similar safeguards. 

Now I will ask the House to attend to 
the different forms of resale and the 
different amounts which may be advanced 
in each case. They may sell, as now, 
his own holding to any tenant, and in 
that case we do not alter the sums which 
can be advanced. We take no rights 
away fromanyone. But we find in the 
congested districts that if you purchase 
a piece of land to benefit one estate, and 


| it, as often happens, itis surrounded by a 


number of persons in equally poor cireum- 
stances, there are difliculties in letting the 
whole benefit accrue to that one estite ; 
and it involves great expense and leaves a 
number of persons discontented. There- 
fore, we provide that it shall be possible 
to sell a holding to any person in the 
immediate neighbourhood who occupies 
a holding of less than ten acres and of 
less than £5 annual value. There is only 
a certain amount of land available, and 
there b: ouly a cer:ain amount of credit. 
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sible. Therefore, in what I may calla 
novel holding, a constructive holding, 
where you sell to a person in the im- 
mediate neigh bourhood, or sell to a tenant 
on the estate, a better holding than he 
originally possessed ; in all these cases 
where the holding is enlarged, the total 
that may be advanced to any one person 
is limited to £500. This provision will, I 
think, be found most convenient when 
it is carefully looked into. 

| now come to a third category of 
persons to whom resales may be made. 
This is a novel provision. We desire 
that Irish landlords who sell a great 
part of their properties should continue 
to reside on their demesnes. I believe 
that desire is shared by the great 
majority of Irishmen. But the landlord 
who now sells his property and keeps his 
park goes through a period of great 
financial embarrassment. His annual 
income drops; he has to provide for 
paying off charges ; and he is drawing 
only 4 per cent. during that period. 
A capital sum at that moment will 
enable a number of landlords to sell who 
now cannot sell. Therefore, in order to 
enable a landlord to sell, we permit him 
to sell his whole estate to the Land 
Commission, and then buy back his own 
park, or so much as he requires, up to 
one-fifth of the total amount, or up to 
£10,000, whichever is less. I believe 
that will enable a number of landlords 
to sell who cannot now sell. 

I said just now that we made no 
change in existing rights. I find that 
in that I, perhaps, over-stated the case. 
We make this one change in existing 
rights. Throughout Ireland we reduce 
the amount that may be advanced on 
Court lettings from £3,000 to £1,000, 
with a limit extending to £2,000 where 
it is thought necessary for resale to the 
estate. | believe it was never the inten- 
tion of Parliament to make large advances 
in cases of that kind. 

I will now deal with 
financial 


the general 
facilities of these transac. 
tions. | have said that assent is 
needed from three-quarters of the 
tenants on the estate. But, obviously, 
agreements, as now, cannot be signed 
immediately. The tenants have to 
enter into a contract, for specific 
performance, that they will buy their 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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own holdings or other holdings in lieu 
thereof; and the quarter which remains 
—though I think they will in no case 
be so many as a quarter—what I may 
call uncovenanted tenants, will not be 
forced to buy. If they please, they may 
remain as tenants to the Land Con- 
mission. But in respect to land for 
which there is no specific contract to 
purchase, and also in respect of any 
untenanted land bought but not yet 
resold, the Land Commission will be 
authorised to hold a total of land up 
to the estimated value of £1,000,000. 
That will be a kind of reservoir. As 
fast as there are resales, i5 will be re 
plenished, and I think it will be ample 
for the purpose. That is the credit 
basis of these operations. But it is 
evident that something else besides 


credit is wanted, Working capital is 
needed. Of course the Land Com- 
mission could net execute works or 


redistribute the holdings unless it had 
some working capital. Under Section 
5 (2) (b) of the Act of 1891 we have a nest 
egg, in the shape of a reserve fund. 
That fund has been husbanded by the 
Treasury, and now amounts to £247,000. 
We have now no use for that fund in 
view of the punctuality of repayments 
to which I have referred, and we now 
propose to use it as working capital. 
That will be a rolling fund replaced 
as the transactions on each whole 
estate are wound up. You spend out of 
that fund £1,000 or £2,000 in preparing 
the estate for resale, and when the 
whole estate is resold, then that £2,000 
comes back into your working capital 
and if there isa profit on the resaled 
any estate—and that is a thing which 
we may contemplate, as we have had 
such profits, even in congested distriets 
—then any such profit will go t 
augment the amount of this working 
capital. I do not think | should be 
justified in attempting to explain i 
greater detail the finance tonight, but 
I may say we establish a general estates 
account, and we havea separate account 
for each estate. I will go into that ata 
later stage of the Bill. 


Keeping still to the administrative 
side, that is to say, what is done 
with the actual estate, I now come 
to an important provision. 


I will invite 
the attention of the House to a new 
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category of estates. We have been 
frequently urged to make some change 
in the scheduling of congested districts. 
Sometimes we have been asked to 
schedule the whole of Connaught or to 
schedule whole counties in Ireland. We 
have never seen our way to comply with 
these requests, and there are, I think, 
grave objections to proceeding in that 
way. We should have to alter the 
whole financial basis of the Purchase 
Act as it now exists—viz., the Guarantee 
Fund, now carefully allocated to each 
county and each congested district. And 
again, the officers of the Board would be 
forced to work in districts where they 
were not known and which they did not 
know. So we have refused to take that 
course. But we admit that the 
present scheduling is quite arbitrary 
and irrational in so far as_ the 
purchase and resale of land is 
concerned. The schedule was drawn up 
for many other purposes, and you find 
large numbers of estates outside the 
congested districts which are worse than 
some estates inside the congested districts. 
There are scores of examples. I know an 
estate in close proximity to three scheduled 
districts--an estate of 800 acres. A year 
ago the owner of that estate wished to 
sell and the tenants wished to buy, but it 
could not be bought or sold under the 
existing Acts, being outside the scheduled 
area, and ihe extra facilities of the Con- 
gested Districts Board did not apply. 
But this occurs also in districts far away 
from congested districts. [haveinmy mind 
an estate in King’s County, on which Ihave 
notes of fourteen consecutive holdings ; 
and, in order to show to what an extent 
this splitting up of holdings exists even 
in what are the rich parts of Ireland, let 
me give the first three or four. One 
holding of sixteen acres is divided into 
thirteen plots, another of ten acres into 
fifteen, another of ten acres into ten plots, 
another of fifteen acres into fifteen plots, 
and another of twelve acres into sixteen 
plots. You cannot sell an estate of that 
character under the existing Purchase 
Acts, and if you could, it would not be 
worth doing. Our remedy is this. We 
define congested estates, and the definition 
is this—Where half of the area of an 
éstate is in holdings not exceeding ten 
ares and £5 annual value, or where half 
the area is in bog or mountain, or where 
oe quarter of the area is in rundale or 
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intermixed plots, then, when purchase 
and resale are desirable in view of the 
wants and circumstances of the tenants, 
the provision that there shall be no pro- 
spect of loss may, with the consent of the 
Lord Lieutenant and to the extent sane- 
tioned by the Treasury, be relaxed ; and 
we have a general limit as to the obligations 
which may be undertaken on such estates. 


The estimated loss in the aggregate 
transactions undertaken in any one 
year is not to exceed 10 per cent. 


on the price of the estates. We may be 
asked why we complicate our measure 
by placing a limit on prospective aggre- 
gate loss. My answer is that the loss 
onasmall estate is great, and that on 
a large estate is small, and sometimes 
non-existent. We bought and resold the 
Dillon estate without loss; but. if vou 
take a small estate of 200 or 300 acres 
held in common, I defy you to sell it 
under the Land Act without some loss ; 
and unless the House accepts this pro- 
vision, purchase will never come into 
operation where it is most needed. Loss 
will be provided for as transactions are 
wound up out of moneys voted by 
Parliament. 


I pass now to another set of estates. 
I am afraid my speech must be a very 
trying one to those not familiar with 
this subject. The poor estates in Ireland 
tend to gravitate into the Land Judge's 
Court, and I come to the provision to 
try to hasten the operations of that 
Court. We bring in the Land Comnmis- 
sion, armed with these new powers and 
assisted by these new financial aids, as 
a capable bidder in that Court. The 
Land Commission may offer a price for 
an estate as a whole, and I have every 
reason to believe that such offers will be 
readily accepted. But we do not inter- 
fere with the position of the Land Judge 
asa guardian of other interests. If, as 
I do not anticipate, he should feel he 
was not justified in accepting such an 
offer, then the estate shall be put up to 
auction as soon as possible, and, unless 
the Land Judge holds it unjust and 
unreasonable, it will be knocked down 
to the highest bidder, and the Land 
Commission may bid. I think I have 
said all that I need trouble the House 
with upon the actual estates which go 
off on one line to be administered by the 
Land Commission as cheaply as possible. 
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details 
we endeavour to 


| saia before I came to the 
of my speech that 
separate the administrative from the 
other functions of the Land Com- 
mission, and all the above adminis- 
trative powers will be entrusted to two 
Commissioners, who will be called the 
Estate Commissioners. I must now 
ask the House to go back to the vesting 
order and to follow what happens after 
the purchase money is invested in the 
estate, when all claims upon it have to 
be determined. 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman has passed over the names of 
the Estates Commissioners, which are so 
important. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish to 
go now into questions of organisa- 
tion, which cannot be discussed without 
naming the persons who may be officially 
selected, and I think the hon. and 
learned Member will see that Iam entitled 
to reserve that point in accordance with 
precedent to a later stage. | come 
back to the point at which the purchase 
money goes off in order that all the claims 
upon it mey be determined. And here | 
must put in one word on proot of title. 
Under this Bill we make a clean division 
between two things—the presumptive 
right of the owner to sell and the de- 
termination of any claims upon the 
purchase money. We lay down that any 
man in Ireland who has been for six 
years in receipt of rents and profits, or 

to meet the case of a person succeeding— 
any person who is a tenant for life 
may by that title alone agree to sell 
to the Land Commission. Then I come 
to the distribution of the purchase 
money. This, in order of time, is what 
will happen. From the date of the 
agreement between the landlord and the 
Land Commission the Land Commission 
will pay the late owner four per cent. 
upon the agreed price. There will 
be advertised to all whom it may con- 
cern the fact that this estate is being 
practically wound up, in order that 
persons who have claims, or who wish to 
put forward claims, on the purchase 
money may have notice of the fact. 
The agreement names a closing day at 
a distance of twelve months from the 
date of the purchase, and the Land 

Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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Commission, sitting administratively, 
ascertains the value and validity of the 
various claims and contingencies, thus 
saving the landlord this expense. The 
Land Commission, when it is clear that 
the estate will realise a sufficient sum to 
meet all claims, may at once extinguish 
mortgages, thus giving the owner the 
benefit of getting rid of interest at five 
or even six per cent., when he is only 
drawing four per cent.  Brietly, the 
the estate in money is wound up, the 
Land Commission retaining such portion 
of the price as, in its opinion, represents 
the value of the holdings of the un- 
covenanted tenants and of any un 
tenanted land which has not been sold. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): Would the rignt hon. Gentle- 


man mind explaining this point? Sup 
pose you buy this estate for £50,000 and 
the landlord avails himself ot this oppor- 
tunity of buying one-fifth of it, is he to 
pay that £10,000 in cash ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The money goes 
into court, and if he likes he may pay 
back this £10,000. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: He pays it it 


eash ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Supposing £50,000 

has been agreed upon as the price of an 
estate. He is the tenant purchaser 
in respect of his own house and tarm 
He pays, as the other tenants pay, by 
instalment. Have I made that point 
clear to the right hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : You have made 


the point quite clear. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : In order to avoid 
undue delay— and there has been a good 
deal of delay in some past transactions— 
interest on unascertained claims will drop 
at the closing day down to the rate o 
which the Land Commission is paying 
interest to the National Debt Con 
missioners. I think that is a_ perfectly 
fair provision. The mortgagee has got 
a much better security than he had. 
He draws interest for a whole veal. 
It is fair that his interest should drop 


to the current rate. We even go 4 
little further, and insert a clause of 


a somewhat punitive character, which 
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allows the Land Commission 
of interest a person who, before the 
closing day, by himself or his agents, 
is guilty of wilfully delaying or obatruc t- 
ing. We now come to this point. It is 
clear that, apart from the uncovenanted 
tenant, you may be holding a good deal 
of land for which absolute agreements 
have not been signed. You have got a 
contract of specific performance and the 
payment of four per cent. I will not 
attempt to explain this in detail, but 
the amount advanced by the Exchequer 
to the Land Commission and outstanding 
prior to resale from any cause, is not at 
any one time to exceed three millions of 
money. That is a reservoir of credit, 
andthat reservoir will refillas fast as sales 
are completed. As soon as one farm is 
sold off the value of the farm will be 
again credited to the fund. That will 
allow for purchase, I think, on a vastly 
larger scale than we have had in the past. 
So much for the general plan of in globo 
purchase. We believe it will bring 
parties together. It avoids committing 
the landlord to dilatory negotiations 
which may prove abortive, it removes 
economic blemishes to the benefit of the 
community, and increases the security of 
the State, accelerates and cheapens both 
the sale of the land and the distribution 
of the purchase money, and it provides for 
prosecuting those two operations simul- 
taneously. 


to deprive 


I now pass on to the general finance 


of the Bill. As hon. Members 
are aware, advances up to the 
year 1891 were made in eash, but from 
the year 1891 until the present time 


they have been made in land stock. That 
stock was for some vears at a premium ; 
now considerably below par. We 
are prepared to set one period off against 
the other and start fair now with a 
stable medium, to substitute cash for 
‘tock in the advances that are made. 
\part from the help this will give the 
landlords forthwith, it is far better that 
these transactions should not depend on 
the price at which Consols may stand. 
Before definite agreement there is always 
eighteen months or two years recon- 
noitring in Ireland. We haye bad news 
trom South Africa, and down goes the 


it is 


stock. I know an estate which could 
have been sold again and again at one 
time, whieh eannet now be seld, 


because the stock has dropped two or 
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three points. The payment in cash will 
give advantages to the landlord. Our 
purpose, | do not disguise, is to enable 
the landlords to sell now who were not 
in a position to sell before. Taking the 
stock at 93 per cent., as at present, the 
landlord will gain £7 on every £100 of 
rental. Multiply that £7 by the number 
of hundreds in his rental, and _ the 
number of years purchase, and you will 
find that he will get a very substantial 
addition to the capital sum that he will 
be paid ; and it is to the capital sum 
that the landlord is obliged to look. The 
tenant, on the other hand, I believe, 
looks to the annual sum that he can 
afford to undertake to pay without 
running risk. 

My own opinion in this matter may 
not be of very much value, but | find it 
is confirmed by the land inspectors who 
have worked under the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, and the members of that 
Board, who have worked most zealously 
for the purchase and resale of land, and 
by the experience of those operations 
which the Board has carried out with 
its own money, and not by means of 
land stock. The tenants, especially on 
the poorest estates, look rather to the 
immediate obligations they undertake 
than to any prospect of a reduction after 
ten years under the present decadal 
system, ax it is called. If you lower the 
instalment, vou can bring the parties 
together, and you are in a better pesition 
for detraying the cost of the improve- 
ments oa the estate. That is what we 
have found in the congested districts ; 
but if you lower the instalment and 
keep up the decadal system, the 
periods of repayment to the Treasury 
would be materially lengthened. 

This, again, brings me to a change 
of policy. which may or may not find 
acceptance, but | commend it to the 
attention of the House. We are revert- 
ing to a continuous instalment of the 
same amount until the whole debt is 
repaid, and we are lowering the instal- 
ment from £4 to £3 15s. 1 do not 
want to labour the point of the period 
of repayment. Let the House consider 
how these two provisions will work when 
taken together - that is, the substitution 
of cash for steck and the lowering of the 
instalment from £4 to £3 15s. Sir, I 
think I have indicated that in my opinion. 
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we have got to the end of the landlords 
who can sell under the existing law, and 
it may be that the tenants will have to 
offer higher prices. I do not wish to 
indicate any idea of the number of years 
purchase; that should be left to the 
parties to be appointed. I will base my 
remarks upon what has happened in the 
past as to the addition of the capital 
sum that may be made if, as we are en 
titled to assume, a tenant under the new 
conditions will be prepared to undertake 
the same obligation which he was pre- 
pared to undertake under the old con- 
ditions. I safeguard myself by saying 
that 1 do not wish to indicate any 
number of years purchase, and I am 
merely taking what has happened. At 
seventeen years purchase, if the tenant 
were prepared to pay as much in each 
year as he has been in the past, the 
landlord would get an advantage of 
£232 on each £100 of rent. On a £5,000 
rental—an extreme instance—he would 
get £11,600 more than he would get 
under existing conditions. At twenty 
years purchase the figure would be £273 
better for each £100; and on a £5,000 
rental, £13,650. At twenty-two years 
purchase the landlord would get £300 
more per £100; on the gross rental of 
£5,000 a year, £15,000. So thata tenant 
who is prepared to pay what he now pays 
for twenty-two years purchase would, 
under our new advance, secure to the 
landlord not twenty-two years purchase 
but twenty-five years purchase. The 
result is obtained by doing away with 
the decadal system. We do away with 
the reduction after ten years. Under 
the decadal system and the automatic 
reduction, after ten years you increase 
the discrepancy between the conditions 
of one set of men and another, of which 
you hear so much. I think it far 
better that a man should effect a reduc- 
tion in the instalment by sending £5 or 
£10 to the Land Commission than that 
the discrepancy should be produced by 
any scheme of finance laidi%down by 
Parliament. It is the very best invest- 
ment the Irish tenant can make. To 
lower the amount of the instalment by 
sending his savings to the Land Commis- 
sion, is the very hest use he can make of 
it. These two provisions will be of 


{COMMONS} 
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where work remains to be done— in 
Ulster, and the worst parts of the con- 
gested districts. 


Sir, I have had to detain the 
House at very great length, and I will 
now merely enumerate some of the 
minor provisions of the measure. We 
deal with sub-tenancies and intervening 
interests; we abolish fees for registration 
and stamp duty on all payments to the 
Land Commission, we apportion Crown 
and quit rents ; we abolish costly arbitra- 
tion on the value of superior interests, 
and leave it to be decided by the land 
Judge or Commission, as the case may be. 
In respect to what are now the scheduled 
congested districts, there is not so much 
to be done. We doubled the credit oj 
the Board last year, and gave further 
powers and facilities to the Board. We 
have a clause which removes the difficul- 
ties already experienced when the Con- 
gested Districts Board buys land outside 
the congested districts. If that clause is 
taken with the purchase of congested 
estates, we may feel sure that a long step 
is made in the right direction. 


AN Hon. Member: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if any provision is 
made for the reinstatement of evicted 
tenants. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no 
clause in the Bill dealing with evicted 
tenants. I think, perhaps, I had better 
explain what the Bill is, and then hon. 


Members can express their opinions 
upon it. J come now to what is 
known as the land law for fixing 
judicial rents, and we hope the effect 
will be a _ reduction of fair rent 
litigation. The first provision affecting 


fair rents is in respect to the letting oi 
land, as important as the provision im 
respect to the selling of land. The matter 
is a little bit complicated, and I will ask 
the House to allow me to deal with it 
slowly. Where either party applies fora 
fair rent, the other may apply to the 
Land Commission to state the terms and 
conditions on which an agreement for 
sale can properly be made. If the 
applicant for sale declines to buy or 
receive the price, then a new rent will 
be fixed against him. If he accepts that 
price and the applicant for fair rent 


special value in two parts of Ireland | refusesit, then the old rent stands fora 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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further period of fifteen years. 
have made it clear. 
beastronginducement to purchase. 
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provide, in order to wipe off arrears, | 
judicial assistance to the Judicial Com- | 


missioners. 
this stage of the Bill. We cut down the 
sub-commission to one legal and one lay 
member. We leave the right of appeal 
intact both in respect of law and of value ; 
but appeals may be heard in future, if 
this Bill passes, on the analogy of Admir- 
alty cases in this country, by one 
judicia! commissioner, with the help of 
only one specially-qualified lay assessor. 


* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
Specially qualified in value, or in law ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As to value. An 


expert of the highest character. 
The provision I am now _ coming 
to is, I think, very important. In 


order to mitigate part of the abuses 


which have grown up, we provide for | 


further evidence on the hearing of appeals 
—that is to say, evidence that has not 
been offered to the sub-commission shall 
only be admitted on special grounds and 
with the special leave of the judicial 
commissioner. 

| must thank the House for patiently 
listening to my very long and dry 
speech on a very dry subject. I have 
shown that such benefits as may have 
restilted from rent-fixing Acts are being 
engulfed in the morass of cases. I have 
shown how the purchase remedy for the 
growing evils has been diminishing from 
year to year. 1 believe that this Bill, if 
it finds acceptance, will enable landlords 
and tenants in Ireland tocome together 
and supply elements which are alike 
essential to a full national life, that it 
will assist them in giving up fighting in 
the law courts and enable them to take 
to dealing in the market, and, if so, it 
will be a mutual advantage to them and 
tothe taxpayer, who now pays for the 
upkeep of the arena for these contests. 
The Bill will, in some measure, retrieve 
some of the more impoverished districts 
from the physical disabilities that now 


hamper agriculture in the face of keen | 


competition. We invite the House to a 
practical work of reconstruction. lf 
it is to be sound, it must not be 


hasty ; but on that account it should be 


I will not go into details at | 


| thereto.” 
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I hope I | undertaken with vigour and prosecuted 
I believe this will | without delay. 
We | troduce the Bill. 


I move for leave to in- 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to further amend the law relating to the 
occupation and ownership of land in 
Ireland, and for other purposes relating 


(Mr. WVyndhai.) 


(7.37.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND 
(Waterford): Whatever be the criticisms 
passed before the discussion is over on 
the measure explained by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and whatever the view of 
the measure may be, it must in common 
fairness be admitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman has placed it before the 
House in a speech of most singular 
lucidity. The measure which he ex- 
plained is no doubt a complicated one, 
but I think, speaking for mysel’, I can 
say that I never heard as complicated a 
ineasure explained with as great lucidity 
as was done by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in the speech which he delivered. 

There are some things in his speech 
which must be eminently satisfactory to 
everybody interested in Ireland and 
Irish land. First of all, it is perfectly 
clear that the right hon. Gentleman 
recognises to the full, and frankly admits, 
the complete and absolute breakdown of 
the present Irish land system. He has 
admitted the breakdown of the rent- 
fixing portion of the land system, and he 
has equally frankly admitted the break- 
down of the present voluntary purchase 
system. So far as the rent-fixing part is 
concerned, nothing could be more con- 
clusive than the case which the right 


hon. Gentleman has made out for 
sweeping it away altogether. He has 


pointed out that under the present land 
system there is one continual barren 
lawsuit going on, at enormous expense 
to everybody concerned, without satis- 
faction to anybody concerned, and 
that the volume of that litigation is 
actually increasing year by year, so that, 
as he said, there are 13,000 appeals 
waiting to be heard. In point of fact, 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech is a 
complete admission of the case which we 
have been making in this House for some 
years, that the rent-fixing portion of the 
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land system has proved an absolute 
failure, has broken down, and ought to 
be swept away. 


And equully satisfactory from my point 
of view was the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman on the other portions of the 
land system. We have maintained that 
the voluntary purchase system in Ire- 
land has broken down, and the right 
hon. Gentleman has come here today 
and, with the authority and weight 
which attach to his statements, has 
declared in the most unequivocal way 
that our case was right. The right hon. 
Gentleman has very properly compli- 
mented the Lrish tenants on the facet 
that the amount of arrears under the 
working of the Voluntary Purchase 
Acts is very small indeed. In point of 
fact, he said that he had no tale of bad 
debts to tell at all. but, with the one ex- 
ception of that congratulatory phrase, his 
speech was a complete vindication of our 
contention that the voluntary land 
purchase system has broken down, and 
cannot possibly afford a remedy for the 
Irish land problem. The breakdown 
of the purchase portion of the land 
system has been explained to the House 
clearly and conclusively by the right 
hon. Gentleman. There several 
obstacles in the way of the rapid working 
of the voluntary land purchase system, 
not merely in the value of stock, not 
merely the cost and delay in the legal 
process about title, the cost and delay of 
negotiations, and the cost and delay in 
the distribution of the purchase money, 
bu because we have come in Ireland— 
and I agree with the right hon. Gentle- 
man this—almost to the end of 
those landlords who are willing to sell. 
The right hon. Gentleman therefore 
admits our case, on the purchase portion 
of the system, that as it exists at present 
it has broken down; and that something 
must be done. The whole question the 
House will have to consider and decide 
is whether the remedies which the right 
hon. Gentleman proposes tor theadmitted 
breakdown are valuable and worth 
having. Of course it would be exceed- 
ingly foolish of me to express a decided 
opinion now upon this Bill. I hope 
to see the Bill in print shortly, and it 
will be our duty to carefully consider 


are 


as to 


it. I do not, therefore, intend tonight , 


to express a definite opinion as to 
MW. John Redmond. 
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whether the provisions in this Bill are 
really valuable and worth taking, | 
have my own. opinion as to whether 
they can possibly solve the problem, 
No matter how usetul they may be, I 
am perfectly convinced that you cannot, 
by this new machinery, force—hecause 
that is what is necessary—the Irish 
landlords to sell their estates. I do 
not believe that the increased induce- 
ments you are putting forward will 
materially hasten the working of the 
land purchase machinery. What we 
will have to consider with reference 
to this Bill is not whether it is likely 
to settle the problem—I do not ior one 
moment believe that it will—but whether 
it is a uselul Bill, so far as it goes, 
and whether we will be justified in 
throwing obstacles in the way of its 
passing. As to that, | express no opinion; 
| reserve the fullest freedom of action 
when we have had an opportunity of 
considering the Bill in detail. 


Now the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
what Seems, at first sight at any rate, to be 
a very useful and a very ingenious way 
of inducing the Irish landlords to sell. 
Undoubtedly, by enabling the [rish land- 
lords to sell their estates 7” globo to the 
Land Commission, they will relieve the 
{Trish landlords who are seiling of a great 
deal of the expense, trouble, risk, and 
delay attendant upon the operation of 
present with regard to title, 
negotiations, distribution, and so on. 
The powers which he is giving to the Land 
Commission, when once they have bought 
—the power of buying other lands to 
resell to the tenants of a particular 
estate, the power of executing works on 
the estate, and the power of improving 
and settling the estate—are all valuable 
powers, and | think that the conferring 
of them on the Land Commission will 
itseli be of very considerable use. In 
reference to 


sales at 


the congested estates, | 
think the proposal, so far as one can 
judge without seeing it in print, is 4 
useful one. The right hon. Gentleman 
is proposing in the case of congested 
estates to abolish altogether that pro- 
vision—that safeguard, as it used to be 
the interest of the British 
taxpayer, namely, the provision that 
these sales will not be carried out with 
the prospect of loss. He proposes, in 


called —in 
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the case of these congested estates, that | 


the loss on these transactions on the 
congested estates shall be borne by 
moneys voted by Parliament. That, so 
far as it goes, seems to me a useful 
rovision. And, of course, the provision 
that, instead of land stock, he will pay 
cash, ought to have an influence in 
inducing the landlords to sell. It is a 
strange retribution on Irish landlords, 
who have so enthusiastically supported 
the war policy of the Government, 
that that war policy has led to the drop 
in the value of land stock from one 
hundred and four to ninety-three, as it 
stands today. 


The portion of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech which dealt with 


finance was the portion | found it most 
difficult to follow in detail, and I will 
not attempt to go into it until I have 
the Bill before me. It ‘seems to me 
he desires to induce the Irish tenants 
to pay more to the landlords for their 
holdings than they are willing to pay 
at the present dav. By a very ingenious 
scheme, he says, first of all, he will 
abolish the 10 per cent. yearly reduc- 
tion, and from the first the tenant will 
only be called on to pay £3 15s. per 
cent., instead of £4. Therefore, the 
tenant who is willing to pay £20 a 
year as an instalment to start with, will 
be able to give more to the landlord. | 
am not sure that, if the interest is reduced 
from £4 to £3 15s. per cent., the tenant 
ought not to get the benefit of that. 
Iam not sure this will work in the 
way that the hon. Gentleman imagines. 
So iar as the fixing of fair rents is con- 
cerned, that, perhaps, is one of the most 
important parts of the Bill, and will 
have to be most carefully scrutinised. 
As I understand the proposition of the 
Government, it is this——that when either 
partv applies to the Land Commission 
to have a fair rent fixed, either 
party may apply for an estimate on 


which the estate can be bought. Ii, | 


when the Land Commission fixes the 
estimate, the landlord will not sell at that 
estimate, then the tenant can get a fair 
rent fixed, but if the tenant applies for 
the estimate and refuses to buy at that 
estimate, then the old rent will be fixed 
upon him for fifteen years. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : The applicant for 


sale having applied for sale, if he refuses 
to buy, then he is penalised under this 


Bill. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: He is 
penalised by depriving him of the 
right he at present possesses 
under the Land Act of 1881 to 


havea fair rent fixed, and to have that fair 
rent fixed over fifteen years. So far as 
that is concerned, I must enter my pro- 
test against it. I must enter my protest 
against zenything which proposes to take 
away from the Irish tenants any right 
which they possess under the existing 
Land Acts. Itis not sufficient to say, 
* This man asked for an estimate with a 
view to a sale, and when he got the 
estimate he was not satisfied.” Why 
should he be satisfied if in his opinion 
the estimate is too high ; and if he refuses 
to pay on an estimate he thinks too high, 
why is he to be deprived of a right he 
has under the present Land Act? I do 
not think the right hon. Gentleman will 
find that provision favourably regarded 
by those interested in the case of the 
tenants. There was one sentence in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech which 
filled me with alarm with reference to 
the prospects of the Bill. He said he 
would welcome criticism on some of the 
provisions of the Bill, but, after all, the 
Bill would have to be regarded and 
accepted as an organic whole. What is 
the meaning of that? Irish legislation 
has been proposed for Ireland in recent 
years under extraordinary conditions. 
We have got a few small, unambitious. 
and trivial Bills passed from time to 
time, but always on the understanding 
that they should not be debated or 
criticised—that we should take them or 
leave them. If that is the idea of the 
right hon. Gentleman—if he throws this 
complicated measure on the floor of the 
House, and says to the Members who 
represent the Irish people, “Take it or 
leave it’’-—he may as well take the Bill 
back to Downing Street tonight. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The meaning of 
that phrase was, we could not pass the 
| purchase part of the Bill unless we dealt 
| with fair rent. 
| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am gladto 


tm] 


hear that, in view of the system the 








1059 


Land Purchase Acts 


wish to conclude by making this 
general observation. Here is a Bill 
introduced to deal with perhaps the 
greatest of all internal questions in Ire- 
land, after the question of national sclf- 
government. It affects the lives of every 
class of people in Ireland, high and lew, 
rich and poor; everybody in the land is 
intimately, deeply interested in this settle 
ment. And, Sir, the English gentleman 
who goes over from this country to 


govern Ireland prepares a great measure | 


which is to settle this question, and he 
prepares it without consulting one single 
representative of the people whose very 
lives are at stake. The right hon. Gentle- 


man has his volume before him of forty 


Land Acts. He ought to be ashamed to 
quote those forty Land Acts ; he ought 
to hide away the book. The book is a 
monument of the ignorance and failure 
of the English government of Ireland. 
Why have there been in the course of a 
generation forty Irish Land Acts passed 


for Ireland, and at the end of them all, | 


the system admittedly broken down, and 
another Act required: It is simply be- 
cause in every case those who occupied 
the position the right hon. Gentleman 
now occupies followed the course he 
follows now. He has, no doubt, care- 
fully studied this question, and is as well 
acquainted with it as any able man can 
become acquainted in a year or two with 
anew question in a new country and 
dealing witha new people. No doubt he 
has done his best, and [ admit he has 
great ability ; but does not it stand to 
reason that if the Government desire really 


to legislate on a question of this kind, | 


those who represent the people for whom 
he is going to legislate ought not to be 
excluded from his counsels? He has 
not consulted any single man elected as 
a representative of the tenant farmers 
whose interest heis dealing w th, and it is 
a strong example of the system of govern- 
ment we have in Ireland that when the 


right hon. Gentleman came down with | 


his Bill under his arm there was not an 
Irish Member sitting in this House (with 
the exception of the Attorney General, 
who is a Government official) who had 
ever seen the Bill. or who had the 
remotest idea what it was he was going 
to propose. 


Treland is absurd. 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


Government has pursued of late years. [| 


i that but 





That system of governing | learned friend the Member for Waterford. 


I therefore say | 
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these forty Land Acts passed in this 
House in a generation are a monument 
to the incapacity of this House, and 
unless the right hon. Gentleman con- 
ducts the debates on this Bill in 9 
spirit of conciliation, and with a strict 
regard to the opinions and views of 
those who represent the tenant farmers 
in this House, and unless ample time is 
given for the discussion of the serious 
questions involved in this Bill, the Bill 
will go to add another chapter to that 
volume of failures the right hon. Gentle. 
man has brought down with him this 
afternoon. I am no enemy of any 
effort made to remedy the errors of the 
Land question in Ireland. I will not 
stand in the way of anything which is 
a real improvement. I will say that of 
this Bill, and reserve my judgment of it. 
I conclude by declaring that, even if 
the provisions of this B.!l are as favour- 
able and useful as many of them seem 
to be when described in the eloquent 
language of the right hon. Gentleman, it 
will not settle this Irish Land question. 
It will but mark a stepon the road, and 
the ultimate settlement can only be 
found in a system of compulsory pur- 
chase on fair terms. I sincerely hope we 
may find in this Bill some germs of 
good, although I tell the right hon. 
Gentleman irankly it will not be 
accepted in Ireland as anything ap- 
proaching a settlement of this question. 
(8.0.) 


On the return of Mr. Speaker. 


* (8.34.) Mr. T. M. HEALY: This 
sill is one which has exeited con- 
siderable interest for a very long time 
past. Since the year 1881 I do not 
know of any Land Bill which has excited 
so much general speculation as this 
measure. Rumours concerning it were 
of a very sinister character, and I confess 
for those rumours I would 
hardly have undergone the storm in the 
Channel last night in order to be present 
here at a First Reading, on the eve of the 
Easter Recess. My fears have, however, 
been considerably removed tonight by the 
outlines of the measure which the Chief 
Secretary has developed, and I was very 
glad to hear the moderate criticism and 
reception given to it by my hon. and 


I think anyone who considers the great 
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difficulty on the part of Irish Nationalists 
in dealing with this question in this 
House must see that the statement made 
by the Member for Waterford in regard 
to this Bill was of a highly satisfactory 
character, and as satisfactory as could 
have been expected under the circum- 
stances. There is an enormous temptation 
on the part of Nationalists to decry 
every ministerial measure. In the first 
instance we are here for the purpose of 
protesting against the right of this 
House to legislate for Ireland, and 
against the capacity of hon. Gentlemen 
from Scotland and England to draft or 
propose measures for our country, and, 
therefore, there is an enormous induce- 
ment on our part to decry measures 
because we are here as Home Rulers, 
and as persons protesting against the 
right of this House to legislate in regard 
to Ireland. In the second place some 
of us have a considerable gallery which 
is not helpful always in arriving at a 
complete judgment upon tangled and 
intricate questions, and it very often 
happens that, to please outside opinion 


which may not be instructed up to 
the high-water mark, criticisms are 


indulged in with reference to these 
measures. ‘Therefore it was with sincere 
satisfaction that I heard the very candid 
statement of my hon. and learned friend 
inregard to this Bill. Remembering my 
own fate when I ventured, on the Third 
Reading of the Land Bill of 1896, to 
congratulate the then Irish Secretary— 
an indictment which was brought up 
against me at a recent election—I hope 
my hon. and learned friend will be safe 
after the encomiums he has passed 
upon the present Chief Secretary. I 
recognise that the spirit he has shown 
is the best for securing the effective 
passage of such a Measure in such an 
amended form as we should like to see 
‘ Bill of this kind passed, because the 
Minister in charge of it will have hard 
work to get time for it from his colleagues. 
[ was struck when I first entered this 
House by a remark made by the late Mr. 
Biggar in regard to the Government of 
that day. It was inthe year 1880, and | 
aid to him, pointing to the very influ- 
ential Government then in power, “ This 
isa very strong Government, comprising 
Mr. Gladstone, Lord Hartington, Mr. 
Bright, Mr. Forster, Mr. Chamberlain, 
and other distinguished Gentlemen,” and 


{25 Marcu 1902} 


(Ireland) Amendment. 


Mr. Biggar replied, “‘ Not at all; it isonly 
a row of jealous individuals. Wait 
until you see them fighting one another 
over the measures, and then you will 
understand that it is not a strong 
Government at all.” During the brief 
period I have been in this House, I have 
always considered that if we want any- 
thing for Ireland we ought not to 
dishearten the Minister representing 
Ireland, if he is trying to secure benefit 
for our country, but endeavour, instead 
of deflating, to inflatehim, or, in the words 
of the eminent Scotch parson, endea- 
vour to give him a good conceit of him- 
self, so long as he has started on a 
fairly good Bill with a determination to 
pass that measure which is favourable to 
the country he is administering. 


1062 


I can say, with an exception which | 
will deal with later on, and not having 
seen the Bill, and without knowing what 
its final provisions are, that the Bill, so 
far as the right hon. Gentleman has 
gone, is a sincere attempt to grapple with 
a great question. Yet it isa limited Bill, 
and to some extent a small Bill. I do 
not believe that it goes a long way, but 
I believe it goes some way towards the 
settlement of this question. Nobody 
pretends that it will settle the Land 
question, but it is a solid and genuine 
attempt on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman to deal with a very intricate 
and very difficult branch of the pur- 
chase problem. It would be much more 
agreeable to a certain section to declare 
that the Bill was absolutely worthless, 
and that the right hon. Gentieman 
himself was equally worthless; but by 
such an attitude I do not think, so far 
as my experience goes, that at the end of 
this session we should be in a position of 
carrying back to our countrymen any 
measure of benefit whatever. It is because 
want to make it clear that there 
is some principle of value in this 
Bill, that we ought to insist upon the 
Government giving reasonable scope for 
its discussion and reasonable time for 
deliberations in regard to its provisions. 
We know very well the right hon. 
Gentleman is not in the Cabinet, and he 
will have in competition with him, the 
zealots upon the Education question, 
the Water and the Whisky questions, 
for I understand that there is a Licens- 
ing Bill on the stocks. Therefore, if this 
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Bill is to have any prospect of being 
carried, it is essential that instead of 
cold-watering the proposal, we should 


say something to encourage the right | 


hon. Gentleman and give the measure 
some chance of success by our criticism. 


I think there was some foundation for 
the comment of the hon. Member for 
Galway that there was no direct dealing 
with the case of the evicted tenants. 
At the same time I recognise that if 
this Bill passes and estates are bought 
up en blo, the Evicted Tenants question 
must be dealt with, because you will 
have to buy, not a parcel of the land- 
lord’s property, but the whole of it, 
tenanted and non-tenanted land; and 
no man will take the non-tenanted land 
except the ancient ‘occupiers. Accord- 
ingly, if a price be struck between the 
Land Commissioner and the landlord, 
it is immaterial to outsiders who becomes 
the occupier, and no one will be quicker 
to grasp the fact that the persons ready 
to give the best price will be the evicted 
tenants, and in that way this is an 
approach to the solution of the Evicted 
Tenants question. I think also that, 
speaking from another point of view, 
there is considerable advantage in the 
ingenious plan of the right hon. Gentle- 
man for enabling the landlords to sell 
the estate en dive instead of in parcels. 
1 confess that until | heard his speech 
and considered it very carefully | did 
not realise the importance of the pro- 
posal that he is about to make. 1| do 
think that this idea of enabling the 
Land Commission to step in and bid for 
the estate as a whole, and afterwards to 
delimit it and extend the boundaries of 
individual tenants, and make bargains, 
and act in some sense paternally in regard 
to purchase, will be a most valuable and 
beneficent provision. But that and all 
other questions in relation to it depend 
upon the personnel of the Land Com- 
mission. The right hon. Gentleman was 
well within his rights in refusing to name 
the Estate Commissioners, and in that he 
is following the precedent of Mr. Gladstone 
in 1881, who disclosed the names of his 
Land Commissioners when the Committee 
stage was arrivedat. That was the course 
taken by Mr. Gladstone in 1881, and the 
right hon. Gentleman, so far as precedent 
is concerned, is well within his rights 
in refusing to name the gentlemen who 

Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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are to be the Estates Commissioners 
until the committee stage. But I must 
enter a caveat against the matter being 
treated on the lines of mere precedent. |t 
unhappily is the case in regard to the 
Irish Land Commission that they have 
depressed the position of one of the 
Commissioners, Mr. Murrough O’Brien, 
who enjoys the confidence, to a large 
extent, of the tenants. The Treasury. 
with a meanness and illegality which | 
have never ceased to condemn since 
1894 or 1895, have docked him of 
£1,000 a year of his salary, to which he 
was fully entitled, and which his prede 
cessor in office got. We had great diff 
culty in being screwed up to giving Mr. 
Macarthy and Mr. Lynch the additional 
£1,000. I confess that it was with great 
difficulty that I did so. Poor Mr. 
Macarthy did not enjoy the salary long, 
and when he died the Treasury only 
agreed that Mr. Murrough O’Brien 
should have the appointment at the old 
salary which this House had inferentially 
condemned as inadequate in the case of a 
man engaged in shovelling out by millions 
the sovereigns of the taxpayers. Mr. 
Murrough O’Brien, when the Church 
Act of 1869 was passed, agreed to 
sanction such a price as thirty years 
purchase, but he bitterly regretted his 
action. Hesaw from experience that this 
price was entirely too high, and_ the 
result is that he has been excluded 
altogether—I do not «xactly know what 
to call it—from the comity of his 
brethren on the Land Commission, 
and when they come to make rules 
in reference to purchase matters and 
fair rents, the rules are signed by all 
the other Commissioners, but the name 
of Mr. Murrough O’Brien is not 
attached to them at all. Mr. Murrough 
O’Brien is a Protestant and a Conser- 
vative, but he is a man of sense, and that 
is the only disability he is under. In 
Ireland it is a considerable disability. 
At any rate, he has got a great deal of 
sense since 1870, when he fixed thirty 
years purchase for the glebe lands. 
Accordingly. he is excluded from all 
those deliberations, and I ask is he to be 
excluded from the new Estates Com- 


mission ? 


The right hon. Gentleman stated that 
in future the fair rents would be settled 
by two Commissioners—one a legal man 
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and the other a man of expert knowledge ; 


but how that Commission is to be con- | 
stituted he declines, up to the present, to_ 
It is idle to pre- | 


give us an indication. 
tend that the British Treasury will 
agree to the creation of any more salaried 
officials in Ireland. There is one thing 
that the British Treasury agrees with us 
in, and that is the objection to create 


any more salaried positions in Ireland. In | 
regard to matters of this kind, I think we | 


may assume that the Treasury will object 
to any new office being created. 
ingly, we shall have to look to the old 
materials and officials for the manning of 
this new Estate Commission. If you 
have to look to the old materials and the 
old officers, I want to know whether 
they are to be taken from Kildare Street 
Club, or whether they are to be men 
with some glimmer of independence. 
Mr. Murrough O’Brien, in addition to 
possessing common sense, is not a 
member of Kildare Street Club. 
Most of the other members, as far asI can 
make out, are members of that club, 
and this House will gather some idea 
of what Kildare Street Club is when 
I state that Judge Gibson, brother of 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, was 
blackballed by the culb, although Lord 
Ashborne was the man who, in this House 
in 1881, saved the landlords by the 
Amendments he moved to the Land 
Bill, and the fight he made against us, 
yet, even when his son was put up 
for membership of the club the other 
day, he was blackballed to boot. It is 
to that club, composed of the most 
hopeless, extreme, and _ irreconcilable 
members of the Irish aristocratic terri- 
torial party, that nearly every member 


of the Land Commission, engaged in either | 
There | 


fixing rents or prices, belongs. 
may be, of course, some tail end of 
them who do not belong to the club, 


but is it right that those engaged in exer- | 


cising important functions about land 


should go down to court from the hot- | 


house of Kildare Street Club? I therefore 
insist now that the right hon. Gentleman 
has brought the purchase question, as 
he has done in this Bill, to a point in 
which it comes to be no longer so much 
a matter of bitterness and contention, 
but much more a matter of £ s. d. 
The names of those gentlemen should 
be made known at the earliest possible 
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moment. It is not too much to ask 
that one honest Protestant should be 
employed on this new Commission. 

The genera! course of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s party in these matters is to 
pick out what was called a Unionist 
Catholic. Just as you hear in South 
Africa of a tame Boer engaged in pursuit 
of his fellow-countrymen with a Mauser 
rifle, we have this phrase in Ireland for 
a Catholic of that sort- that his sole 
endeavour is to try to show that he is 
‘as good as a Protestant.” This is a 
matter in which the English people as 
taxpayers are interested, and from their 
point of view it is essential that the Estates 
Commission should be constituted so as to 
give confidence to the people who have to 
pay money quiteas much tothose who have 
to receive it. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that in future the interest is to be 
£3 15s. instead of £4. I was very glad 
to hear that concession, if it really be 
a concession. Buta concession from the 
Treasury is like getting butter from a 
wolf’s mouth, and I am somewhat sus- 
picious as to the grounds on which the 
Treasury make a concession like this. 
The statement was somewhat truncated, 
because the right hon. Gentleman said 
he could not say what the result of the 
concession to the tenants would be as to 
the number of years purchase. If this 
is a design to make the tenant give an 
abnormal number of years purchase, | 
should view thisconcession with suspicion, 
and until we have the details of the Bill, 
I should like to be excused from offering 
any opinion upon the so-called concession. 


There is another matter in which 
I entirely agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman, though I think that he 
might have made the case stronger than 
he did, not because the case was bad. It 
was with regard to making the pur- 
chase price payable in sovereigns, instead 
of in stock. When the Bill of 1896 was 
introduced, the proposal of the Govern- 
ment was that money should be payable 
| in cash instead of in stock, and that pro- 
| posal was defeated by an alliance between 
the Irish Party and the Irish landlords. 
The land stock then stood at 114, and 
accordingly the Treasury wanted to 
swindle the Irish landlords out of the 
| £14, and we, by what we supposed 
|at the time was splendid tactics and 
| great Parliamentary strategy, came down 
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early one Wednesday morning, when | the hon. Member for Waterford, becaus, 
everybody expected a full dress debate, the result of the proposal of the right 
and moved that it should be stock instead | hon, Gentleman is this, whereas at the 
of sovereigns; and when nobody ex-| present moment the tenant has aj 
pected a division, and the Tories had not | absolute right to the fixture of a fair 
been mustered, we defeated the Govern-| rent; the right hon. Gentleman noy 
ment by a majority of about twenty. But proposes to clog that right with this 
** The best laid schemes o’ mice and men condition, that the landlord on getting j 
Gang aft agley—” fair rent notice could say that the tenant 

and the result has been that the always | shall purchase instead at a price to ly 
lucky British Treasury has gained by our | fixed by the Land Commission. | ag 
victory, whereas if we had left matters|who are the Land Commission! |, 
to the unaided wisdom of the British | other words, the price would be fixed by 
Government, the Irish landlords, instead | the Kildare Street Club. Now reaily, iy 
of getting £92 for their property in the | this House, it is idle to pretend that 
last four or five years, would have been | you can deal with this matter as if you 
getting £100. ‘The Irish landlords do | were dealing with India. We go across 
not want to sel] their estates at a dis-| tolrelandand we see these men at work. 
count. They expect par value, and| You in this House only deal with ita 
human nature being what it is, and land- | if you were dealing with India. Ireland, 
lord nature being a little more than | 80 far as England is concerned, is as far 
human nature, it is hardly to be expected | @Way as India, or as the Phillippines ar 
that they will approve of only getting £92 | from America. It is idle to say this pro- 
for every £100. Another point in the Bill, | posal involves nothing less than this, that 
which I approach with some anxiety, | the whole rent-fixing conditions whic); 
and without my mind being finally made | Mr. Gladstone, the wrestling lion, forced 
ip upon it—I refer to the proposals | through the House of Lords are to go by 
with regard to the future of fair rents. the board. In return for what? For 
If my hon. friend the Member for | compulsory purchase? No. Weare to sell 
Waterford were right in the view he has | our birthright for a mess of pottage. For 
taken of the provisions stated by the ‘an absolute right of getting, even 
right hon, Gentleman, I would support | from the prejudiced Land Commission, i 
the expression of opinion he offered. My reduction of rent variable every fifteen 
interpretation of the right hon. Gentle- | years, we are to have substituted a con 
man’s statement is different from that | tingent right, without any co-relatiy 
of the hon. Member for Waterford. If | sacrifice on the landlord's side, ior he 
I am wrong, the right hon. Gentleman | loses nothing by the proposed change 
will correct me. The right hon. Gentle- | and may gain a great deal. That provi 
man has, I understand, stated that | sion is exceptional and uneaampled, and, ii 
at the expiration of the man’s fair | pressed on, will mean the death of theBill 
rent period, he will have a double option. | There is no quid pro quo. I am not 
He is to have the option, instead of | speaking in a hostile spirit. I am sincerel’ 
applying to have a fair rent fixed, of | anxious—I always have been begging the 
applying to the Land Commission to fix a | Government in regard to this Irish agite 
pnrchase price, and if the landlord refuses | tion to take the bread out of our moutls 
to accept it, a fair rent is to be fixed. Js|—l! always begged you to hamstring 
that correct ? | agitation by good legislation, and wher: 
ever I see a scintilla of good legislation 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It will be easier to | my idea has been to embrace it even «! 
understand the proposal when hon. | the risk of criticism. But I say to asi 
Members | have seen the Bill. The | Irish tenants to forego their birthright. 
proposal is that after the period of fifteen | which has now been their privilege for 
years has elapsed, either party may apply | twenty-one years, and to give them it 
to the court to have a new rent fixed. ; . . i 
'return a purchase price which ma} 


*Mr.T. M. HEALY: Ifthe tenant isnot | involve them in paying a sum for 
satisfied with the price, the oldterm goes eighty years as large as the rent they are 
on. If that be the position, | agree with | paying—{Cries of No, no !’’]—how do 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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I know ? You prophesy. I can only con- 
tradict you. Grattan said he could not 
argue with a prophet, he could only 
contradict him. You say everything 
will be right, but I doubt it, and unless 


Isee that that Commission is con- 
stituted of very different material | 
from the gentlemen who are now 


engaged in fixing fair rents on Irish 
estates, I certainly shall not alter my 
opinion. 

Now I would suggest this—I do not 
think this ought to be made a matter 
of barter, but if such a proposal is to be 
carried, there must be give and take 
on both sides. I well remember 
in 1881 going to the late Mr. Law, 
whose memory I have always revered. 


He was a staunch friend of the Irish | 


tenants. When the Land Bill was before 
this House, I wentto Mr. Law, behind 
the Chair, to get him to try and induce 
Mr. Gladstone to knock out the “‘ future 
tenants ” fromthe Bill, and I did get him 
to go as far as to make 1883 instead of 
1881 the date when the future tenants 
should commence, and Mr Law said to 
me, ‘‘ I wish to God there was not a 
future tenant in the Bill.” That was 
his opinion twenty-one years ago, but 
since then how many “* future tenants ” 
have you made in Ireland by the “eviction 
made easy ’’ clause, which was the price 
paid for the Leaseholders Act of 1887 ¢ 
I suppose the Leaseholders Act did not 
admit 40,000 leaseholders, but 
“eviction made easy’ clause made 50,000 


future tenants. I have not looked 
at the figures lately, but 1 suppose 
those that have been evicted since! 


1881 and had their tenancies destroyed 
have been between 70,000 and 80,000, 
Take the procedure on the Murphy and | 
De Freyne estates today, though I do | 
not pretend to know the true conditions | 
of many of these Western estates. As I | 
understand the way Mr. Murphy has 
proceeded with this, he has served an 
“eviction madeeasy ” notice, in order to 
break the continuity of tenancy, on all 
his tenants. If that be correct, what 
advantage is this clause of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Bill to tenants on the 
Murphy Estate and the De Freyne 
Estate? The quid pro quo they had of 
the right to go to the Courts has gone. 
They cannot serve an originating notice, 
beeause the right to do so has been 
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killed by the “eviction made easy ” notice, 
and if they cannot serve an originating 
notice, | want to know how the landlord 
is to be stirred up either to accept a reni 
or a fair purchase price. I think, and | 
congratulate him upon it, the?right hon. 
Gentleman has brought considerable 
study and some sympathy to this pro- 
blem, and it is hardly blaming him to 
say that I think he has omitted to con- 
sider some of these difficulties in this Bill. 
If his Bill applied generally to all tenants. 
| have the care of the evicted tenants 
and the future tenants so much at heart 
that if the names of the gentlemen 
nominated for the Land Commission 
were even honest, I would agree to this 
clause of the Bill; but in the bare an:! 
naked condition in which it now 
stands, I am afraid the right hon. 
Gentleman will find it is inapplicable. 
and will be unacceptable, and that 
there will be endless discussion 
unless he is prepared to offer us some 
concession by way of a clause in which 
future and evicted tenants will be fairly 
dealt with. 


I willonly say one word more. The right 
hon. Gentleman made an apology to th: 
House for his zeal in endeavouring i» 
grapple with this land question, or 
rather he made an excuse, because lie 
said English Members could not |» 
expected to show much zeal in dealin: 
with another Irish Land Bill. I want to 
know what this House exists for. 
want to know by what title you sit here 
and claim to legislate for Ireland, having 
destroyed our Parliament, when the Irish 
Secretary has to get up and apologis«: 
to the British House of Commons for 
bringing in a measure to alleviate the 
position of Ireland. I wonder if any 
British archeologist had the curiosity 
to turn to the annual volume of 
statutes passed in the days of the 
Irish Parliament, which, miserable 
as that assembly was, composed as it 
was to a large extent of wretched 
mercenaries—there could only be about 
sixty-four honest representatives in it, be- 
cause thereare only thirty-twocounties, and 
the rest were elected by the nominative 
system—but with all the disabilities of 
that Parliament after 1782, for many 
years, year after year, you find these 
wretches— because the majority of them 
were really nothing less—managed to 
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produce for their own country every year 
a volume of statutes in bulk as large as 
that which the Imperial Parliament passes 
today for the three Kingdoms and the 
great Dependency of India, not to speak 
of Africa and all the Colonies. Yet 


such is the position at which Ireland has | 


arrived after 102 years of close and 
intimate union, we are told, with a 
Parliament whose proud boast is the 


desire to right our wrongs and redress our | 
grievances, that an Irish Secretary has to | 


apologise to this House in regard toa Bill 
in regard to which the hon. Member for 


Waterford declared the right hon. Gentle- | 


man did not consult one Irish representa- 

tive hefore he asked for a First Reading. 
May I remind the right hon. Gentleman 

that the land question in its present 


plight is the result of the state of things | 


which existed in this House when the 
first Irish Land Bill of 1860 was intro- 
duced ? What happened? There were no 
troublesome Nationalists here in 1860. It 
was a 104 clause Bill. 
repealed thirty-nine Acts of Parliament. 
It was a Bill to change the immemorial 


tenure by which the [rish tenants held | 


their land, and ,that Bill of 104 clauses, 


with thirty-nine repeals, and these re- | 


peals of Acts which putafurther additional 
trouble in the landlord’s way, and made 


it harder to evict or sue for rents— | 


that measure passed through its six 
stages in this House without a word from 
any Irish, English, or Scotch Member, 


and when it reached the Lords, | 
in the same way, it passed sub silentio, 
With that terrible example before 


us of a Land Bill which placed the 
Irish tenant bound hand and foot at 
the landlord’s merey, or rather at the 
feet of his mercenaries — with that 
terrible example before us, and with the 
terrible results in famine, in evictions, in 
loss of life, in agitation, with all these 
lamentable results before us, is it to be 
wondered at that in regard to a large 
and capital measure like this, which I 
admit may be made 
representatives of the ancient clansmen 
of 
time to discuss questions which are of 
as great importance to the tenants of 
Ireland as the question of life itself. 


(9.26.) Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down 
Co.,N.) said that, as representing one of 
the largest agricultural constituencies in 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


Moreover, it | 


beneficial, the | 


the Gael should demand some little | 





(Ireland) Amendment. 107z 
| the north of Ireland, he could heartily re. 
‘echo the opinion of the hon. Member 
for East Mayo in regarding this Bill asa 
sincere attempt to grapple with a great 
question. He welcomed it as a step to- 
_ wards the abolition of that dual owner. 
ship which the right hon. Gentleman 
'admitted to have entirely broken down, 
|The Bill, however, did not realise his 
| ideal, or the ideal, as he believed, of any 
of those who had carefully studied the 
Irish Land problem. In common with 
all but one among the County Members 
forthe North of Ireland, and in common 
with all Conservative and Unionist Irish 
Members, with one exception, he had 
come to the conclusion that the principle 
‘of compulsion was the only ultimate 
solution of the Land qvestion. The 
tenants to whom the landlords refused to 
sell had a real grievance, and this Bill, 
good as it was, would only accentuate that 
grievance if the principle of compulsion 
was not adopted. Thetenant farmers in 
the North of Ireland (and he only spoke 
for the loyalist tenant farmers of the 
North of Ireland) trusted to the justice 
| of their cause and to that sense of justice 
which always in the end prevailed in 
this House. They would continue to 
appeal, by constitutional means, but one 
thing they would never do—(he rose 
|only briefly to say this)—they would 
never associate a just cause, and the 
honourable traditions which had 
characterised them in the past, with the 
cruel and criminal methods of the 
Nationalist Party in Ireland —{ Nation 
alist cries of “ Order” and “ Withdraw.”) 
They would trust entirely to constitu- 
tional means. [Renewed cries oi 


‘“‘ Withdraw.*’| 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Member is 
not in order in saying that the methods 
employed by the Members _ sitting 
opposite him are criminal. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT : I am not speak 
ing of the action of hon. Members 
opposite, but of the means adopted by the 
Nationalist Party, which, subject to your 
\ ruling, Sir, I again describe as cruel and 
| criminal. 


| 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Gentle 
man excepts hon. Members of this House. 


| he is in order. 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT: It would, no 


doubt, be out of order to characterise 
Members of this House in the way I have 
described the Nationalist Party in Ire- 
land. {An Hon. Memper: Who are the 
Nationalist Party ?] But I simply wish 
to emphasise the fact that the loyalist 
tenant farmers in the North of Ireland 
will never associate themselves with the 
methods which are at present used by 
the Nationalist Party in Ireland. Sir, I 
welcome this Rill as another step in the 
direction of the ultimate abolition of dual 
ownership. 


(9.32.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
joined in the congratulations addressed 
to the right hon. Gentleman on the lucid 
speech in which he had explained a very 
complicated measure. This question was 
one which British Members always ap- 
proached with some diffidence; they 
always assumed that the interests of the 
British taxpayer were imperilled by any 
progress made along the road of land 
purchase. He welcomed the reassuring 
statement of the Chief Secretary that 
land purchase was a safe investment for 
the State, and that it was the best experi- 
ment the Government had made in Ire- 
land. The reason was obvious. The 
State not only got what it bought 
in the interest of the landlord, but 
it obtained as security for the money 
alvanced the interest of the land- 
lord and the interest of the tenant. 
This was a great point to have got 
vttled, and he hoped it would sink into 
the minds of British Members. 

The real question in contention was 
that of voluntary purchase or compul- 
wry purchase. He was glad to see 
indications tonight that, although the 
liference of opinion on that point was 
fundamental, it was not to be allowed 
to wreck the Bill. He would say to the 
advocates of compulsion that at least 
the right hon. Gentleman should be al- 
lowed to make his experiment. If it 
ialled, the responsibility would be with 
the right hon. Gentleman, and a 
thousand arguments would be available 
in favour of compulsion. It could 
tardly be gainsaid that if Land 
Purchase could be secured without 
tompulsion, there would be considerable 
advantages in the course the right hon. 





Sentleman had adopted; at any rate, | 
‘me should be given for the experiment | 
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to have a fair chance. There was one 
point to which he should direct atten- 
tion ; he referred to what the right hon. 
Gentlemen described as a bi-latera] pro- 
vision. At the end of fifteen years, 
the tenant might come into Court 
to get his fair rent fixed again, or 
the landlord might bring his tenant 
into Court; so far, the two parties 
were equal. But when the _ two 
parties came into Court, their position 
ceased to be equal. The landlord might 
say: “I apply to the Court to fix the 
price of the holding, and if the tenant will 
not give me that, he can go on with his 
case.” The tenant could not take up that 
position. Unless both parties had equal 
rights in applying to the Court to settle 
the price of holding, this provision would 
be perfectly inoperative. Perhaps, how- 
ever, it would be well to wait for the text 
of the Bill before discussing this point 
further. 


(Ireland) Amendment. 


(9.38.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
(Hackney, 8.) welcomed the Bill as an 
honest attempt to facilitate land purchase, 
because he had always deeply regretted 
that Irish landlords had not been so 
willing to consent to sell as he thought 
they ought to be. The Bill would help 
forward the great question of purchase 
and do material good to the country. 
With regard to the point raised by the 
hon. Member for West Islington, he 
thought that discussion upon it should be 
deferred until they bad the Bill before 
them. The provision as to purchasing an 
estate in globo after three-fourths of the 
tenants had agreed could _ hardly 
fail to have a good effect. Hitherto 
landlords had been restrained from 
entertaining propositions for — sale, 
because they feared they might incur a 
considerable amount of expense and then 
that ultimately the sale might go off. 
Now the Chief Secretary had made it 
easy for them to know whether they 
would get the money or not. The 
clauses simplifying proof of title .would 
also, he believed, be of great advantage. 
The way mortgages and encumbrances 
were to be dealt with was perfectly fair ; 
if a mortgagee would not come forward 
and prove his claim within a year, he 
should be compelled, in lieu of his five 
per cent. interest, to take the ordinary 
interest running on land in [reland. 
Another excellent thing in‘ the Bill was 
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the abandoning of the idea of Congested 


Districts and substituting for that the 
idex of Congested Estates. That was a 


solution which he confessed had not 
oceurred to him of a difficulty which 
everyone felt in dealing with this matter. 
He was also glad to find that biddings 
were to be allowed in the Land Judges 
Court. With regard to the financial 
urrangements, it was premature to dis- 
cuss them until the Bill appeared. He 
thanked the the right hon. Gentleman 
ior bringing in the Bill, which he believed, 
judging from the very lucid statement 
in which it was introduced, would do 
something material towards the settle- 
ment of the great question of land 
ourchase in Lreland. 


*(9.43.) Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) 
said that the Bill would in many 
respects give as much satisfaction to the 
irish tenants it would in other 
respects be profoundly disappointing. 
lhere would be general dissatisfaction 
and discontent in Ireland at the omis- 
‘ion of any provision for the reinstate- 
nent of evicted tenants, and there would 
oe general disappointmentand resentment 
all over Ireland that the Chief Secretary 
had not seen fit to make his proposals 
for purchase compulsory instead of 
voluntary. The Irish tenants in the 
north and in the south were united 
in demanding compulsory purchase. 
Nothing could better illustrate this 
inanimity than the fact that the 
Member for the Northern Division of 
Down, who was a Unionist, and a 
“upporter of the Chief 
policy, only secured election on pledging 
himself to compulsory purchase; the 
Member for East Down and he (Mr. Mac- 
Veagh) were elected on the same principles, 
~> that three of the four Members for the 
Unionist county of Down were pledged 
to it. Even the Attorney General was 
enjoying in his constituency the reputa- 
tion of being a friend of compulsory 
purchase. The right hon. Gentleman 
shook his head; he hoped in view 
of future elections he would state 
vlainly now that he was an opponent 
of that doctrine, and so put an end 
to the impression to which he had 
referred. During the recent election 
in East Down the question of com- 
pulsory purchase was made a_ test 


Mr. Herbert Robertson. 


as 


Secretary’s | “ a5 , 
tion, and the revision of judicial rents. 


{COMMONS} 
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question, and the struggle resolved itself 
into a contest between the respective 
advocates of compulsory and voluntary 
purchase. In the course of the contest 
a characteristic telegram was received 
from the Colonial Secretary stating 
that any voter who supported the 
compulsory purchase candidate was a 
traitor to the cause of the Union 
The Colonial Secretary had an unhappy 
knack of flinging the epithet of traitor 
about, bunt they were not concerned to 
deny that he was a good judge of traitors 
and of political apostasy. With the excep. 
tion of the hon. Member for North 
Armagh, there was not a single Member 


who could secure his election for an 
agricultural constituency in Ulster 


without pledging himself to the prin 
ciple of compulsory purchase. The 
strongest possible argument in favour 
of the principle, was put forward by 
the Chief Secretary when he stated 
that they were getting to the end 
of the landlords who were prepared 
to accept the terms now offered. This 
Bill was introduced in order to induce 
a few more landlords to come in with 
the bait of a heavier bribe. As 
soon as that batch had been exhausted 
another Kill would be introduced, and 
so they would go on tinkering with 
the land question instead of dealing 
with the matter in one bold measure. 
The present Chief Secretary recently 
stated at Belfast that the Government 


_would never consent to compulsory 


purchase. They had heard that “never” 
hefore. They had heard it in regard 
to Catholic emancipation, land legisla 


History had shown that the ‘“ never” 
of English Governments usually meant 
about five years, and they were pre 
pared for a similar result in this cas. 
Whatever the Government might do, 
they could rest assured that the 
demand for compulsory purchase, which 
had taken firm root in every county 
of Ireland, would go on until it was 
conceded, and there was no method 
which could be adopted which would 
stave off the inevitable concession of 
that reform of the administration of 


ithe Irish land laws. 


*(9.50.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: | 
concur in what has been said by the hon. 
, Member for Waterford, and the hon 
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1 itself Member for North Louth, as to the 
vective lucidity of the explanation of the Chief 
ntar Secretary, but even with the clearest 
mall introductory statement of such a Bill, 
caindl any Irish Member speaking in this House 
Mee must speak with a great deal of caution. 
ating The Bill is complicated—more compli- 
1 the cated, I think, than any Bill I have heard 
Vas & Bintroduced into Parliament, and at this 
/Dlon. BF moment I do not pretend to understand 
happy fll the financial arrangements it contains. 


Lraitor 
ned to 


The Bill is introduced either as a settle- 
ment of the question—and if that be its 


raitors # obiect, I shall have something to say on 
€xcep- B the point later on—or as another step on 
North @ the way. I rather imagine that the 
ember @ Chief Secretary will find that it is but 
or an Mastep on the way to the end, and not the 
Ulster Mf end itself. This is the eighth Land Bill I 


have seen introduced since I have been 
a Member of Parliament. They come 


prin- 
The 


avour Mf regularly as the sessions. The Bill, on 
rd by @ the purchase side, strikes me as being a 
stated J somewhat happy attempt to apply the 


» end @ method now governing the Congested 


pared @ Districts Board to the rest of Ireland. 
This @ The details may be different, and neces- 
nduce @ satily different, but I think the same 
with @ principle governs this Bill. It is the 

As @ work of the Board now to buy estates, to 
usted @ cularge holdings, to execute improve- 
|, and @ ments, and then to re-sell to the occupy- 
with @ ™g tenants, and that is a work which 
valing has been carried on with great advantage 
sure, @ the people. I do not know that there 
ently @ ve Many serious objections to the exten- 
ment gS! of that principle to the rest of 
dein Ireland, although, of course, the con- 
wet” gested districts are very different from 


the rest of the country. 

There was one point on which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose was not very clear. This case 
was taken—A landlord sells his estate to 


egard 
-gisla- 
rents. 
ver” 


, the Land Commission for £5( ,G00, that is 
"PGi the agreed price for the whole property. 
7 As I understand, the provisions of the 
t 00, @ Bill amount to this—the landlord would 
the get £50,000 for his land, and then he 
v hich might become the purchasing occupier of 
unty # the mansion, the demesne, and the farm, 
L wa or whatever it might be. I think that is 
athod B an excellent arrangement. I have never 
yould # concealed from my mind the dithiculty 
on of & that many Irish landlords are in, in selling 
mn of their property—the absolute pecuniary 
difficulties with which they are assailed on 

, the spot, the moment the sale is carried out. 
gan This will be a most admirable help 


to the landlord. 
hon. 
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It will assist him with 
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ready money, which he badly needs, and 
I suppose we can trust him to repay it 
with as much punctuality and regularity 
as the tenant occupier. 

Then there is another thing. Those 
of us who are taking any part in the 
agitation for the transfer of land from 
the owner to the occupier are always 
charged with being the enemies of the 
landlords. We are always credited with 
the idea of expropriating these men. 
But most of them have leit the country ; 
they have expropriated themselves. I 
think this provision is an excellent 
method of keeping those who wish to 
remain in the country after transfer 
takes place. I have always maintained 
that Ireland needs the aid of all her sons, 
whether they be landlords or tenants. 
and that you cannot expropriate or 
drive out of the country a whole class 
without doing real damage to the 
country. 

As | understand it, under the Bill the 
Land Commission will in future become 


the landlords of a great portion of 
Ireland. Where they buy an estate, and 


the tenants will not give the price they 
ask, or where there may bea recalcitrant 
minority against sale or purchase on any 
termis, it is manifest that the Land Com- 
mission will be the landlords of those 
lands, just as the Congested Districts 
Board are the landlords now of estates 
they have not re-sold and _ re-settled. 
Something may be said for the arrange- 
ment, and there is a good deal to be said 
against it, but until | have seen the Dill 
Iam not prepared to give any strong 
opinion against the proposal. The Bill pro- 
vides an admirable method of dealing with 
the Land Judges Court. Oj all#the estab- 
lishments in Ireland this is the worst. 
This House, with all its powers, has 
never been able to get to the bottom of 
it. Information has been refused over 
and over again, and I am sorry to say 
that Members representing tenants in 
the North of Ireland have voted in 
favour of that refusal. If any business 
were managed as this Court is managed, 
they would be in bankruptcy in a week. 
It is one of the worst judicial establish- 
ments in any civilised country in 
the world. It was started as the 
Encumbered Estates Court after the 
Famine. It was wound up after 
having sold £22,000,000 of property 
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belonging to ancient Irish landlords 
who had been broken through the 
Famine. There was no difficulty about 
compulsion in those days. It then 
developed into the Landed Estates 
Court, and that immediately developed 
into a huge rent office, with counsel, 


solicitors, agents, receivers all over the | 
country, all making money out of the | 


corpus, but neither landlord nor mort- 


gagee getting anything. Hon. Gentle- | 


men opposite and myself have been 
urging for months that this Court 
should be taken in hand. I admit that 
since the debates in this House the Land 


Judge has begun to set his house in| 
order, and sales are going on much more | 


quickly. It is, however, an admirable 


proposal to bring in the Land Com-| 


mission with power to bid for estates, 
and it deserves all the support we can 
give it. 

As regards the Land Commission, both 
as purchaser outside and as purchaser in 
the Land Judges Court, the whole 
question is as to the price the tenant is 
to pay. I am a little afraid on this 
point, and | will tell the Chief Secretary 
why. 


posed of landlords and their friends at 


Belfast recently. He stated that this Land | 


question could not remain unsettled, but 
that it would have to be faced and dealt 
with. Then there was a sentence which 


I took to be the whole key of the Bill | 


time, and which [ find 
to be the whole key of the Bill 
to-night. He said that in order that an 
honest and fair settlement may be arrived 


at the 


at the tenant must be prepared to pay a_ 
price which the landlord can afford to | 


accept. That is the key to this Bill. 
That is the thing on which the success 
or failure of this Bill willturn. We get 
into deep water here. 


estate sold by Mr. Justice Ross in this 
Land Judges Court? He had got up to 


twenty-seven years purchase, and what | 


happened to his proposal? The Land 
Commission had to sanction the advance 
of guaranteed Land Stock, and they 
certified that there was not security in 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. Gentleman made a | 
speech at a luncheon-party mainly com- | 


What didI see in| 
a report the other day with regard to an | 


(Ireland) Amendment. 1080 


| Who are to be the judges? Who are to 
| be the Estate Commissioners? Who are 
‘to fix the price? You may end pur. 
| chase by insisting on a price which no 
|tenant can afford to pay, or, if he did 

pay, he would break, and bring purchase 
into disrepute. I say it in no deprecia. 
tory sense, this Bill is to a large extent a 
Bill for the relief of Irish landlords. But 
mark this. In the main you give 


| 
‘no relief to Irish landlords which 
does not react in favour of the 
‘tenants, and that is one of the 


'things which commends this Bill to me. 

I do net object to landlords getting relief 
so long as that relief reacts upon the 
tenants and helps them, give as much 
of it as you like. 

There are two great boons in the Bill 
for Irish landlords. First, the whole of 
the lawyers spider’s-web about proof of 
title is swept away. I should imagine 
the right hon. Gentleman has had a fine 
struggle with the lawyers in Dublin 
over that. I wonder how the Attorney 
General likes it? I know he is the best 
of them by a long way, and I am certain 
he is not one to stand in the way of a 
| real reform. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I think I must be 
allowed to say that my right hon. friend 
has given me the greatest assistance on 
that very point. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL}: I am quite 
sure of that. It is the other lawyers I 
was thinking about—the profession as a 
whole. I should like to have the opinion 
of the Four Courts on this part of the Bill. 
Atallevents it isan enormous boon both to 
landlords and tenants in the matter of 
title, because that is one of the main 
causes of the delay that has sickened 
everybody. Another boon to the land- 
lord is that he is to get cash instead of 
guaranteed Land Stock. Upon the 
| whole, so far as the purchase clauses are 
concerned—of course, without binding 
myself until I have seen the actual word- 
‘ing of the Bill—I think there is a great 
deal to commend in the Bill. 
| I come now to the 
|the tenant. In my 


question of 
opinion the 








the landlord’s interest for twenty-seven | Chief Secretary has quite needlessly 
years purchase, and they refused the | raised a very grave question. As I under- 
advance. Does the House see now what | stand the proposal, it amounts to this— 
the price means? It all comes to this:|that when a tenant applies to have 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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a fair rent fixed, the landlord may | 
apply, just as he can now apply, to have | 
the true value of the tenant’s interest | 
fixedatthesametime. That is the model 


cH 1902} (Ireland) Amendment. 1082 


do? They fixed the rent at the old 
figure of £103. What is the use of 
experts and special evidence when the 
court will not listen to them. That 


on which itisfounded. Letus see how it|is only a sample; similar instances 


will work out. The tenant may apply | 
to have the fair rent fixed. The landlord | 
cannot resist the fixing of the fair rent, | 
but he may ask to have the purchase | 
price settled. Then, forsooth, if the | 
tenant will not accept the purchase | 
price, so far as he is concerned 
on that point the rent-fixing clauses of 
the Act of 1881 are repealed. If I know 
anything, | know the Ulster tenant far- 
mer, and how he clings to what he calls 
Mr. Gladstone’s great charter for the 
Irish tenant. He will not part with 
anything in the Act of 1881 without | 
astruggle. He gets nothing for the) 
concession here. That clause is against 


the tenant, and I warn the Chief Secretary | 


that the Ulster tenants, loyal and disloyal, 
will stand none of that. That is a 


clause which had better be reconsidered | 


quickly. 


Another curious thing in the Bill is the | 
arrangement made with regard tothe ap- | 


peal. The Chief Secretary says theappeal 
isto stand both as regards law and value, | 


but we are to have special evidence, and | 


the courts are to be reconstituted with 


an expert on value beside the Judicial | 


Commissioner. I will makeaconfession. 
My right hon. friend opposite will 
remember the Committee of 1894 sitting 
upstairs when this whole question was 
threshed out. I then stood absolutely 
alone defending this appeal on value. I 
made a tremendous mistake. It has cost 
landlord and tenant more than it was 
worth. The right hon Gentleman’s 
proposals bring no relief. He puts an 
expert valuer on the bench, but the 
evidence will not be listened to. What 
happened the other day on the Gosford 
estate? The rent of a farm had _ been 
fixed at £103 in 1883. The tenant asked 
for a second term rent to be fixed. 
Two sub-Commissioners went on the 
farm and reduced the rent to £60. 
There was an appeal. The court sent 
down the court valuers, employed by the 


are happening every day. The experts 
who value the land are over-ruled by a 
court which knows nothing about the 
value of land, who never saw the land 
in question, and would not know good 
from bad land. 


Now I come to say a word or two 
from the standpoint of the Bill being 
a settlement of the question. The Chief 
Secretary knows as well as any man in 
this House that, whatever the Bill may 
do, it will not settle the Irish land 
question. 


I desire to put the question to the House 
in this shape. The Conservative Party in 
1881 resolutely and fiercely opposed Mr. 
Gladstone’s revolutionary measure as they 
called it. I remember that Mr. Gladstone 
stated in a joke, that political economy 

had been relegated to Saturn. Great 
capital was made out of that by the 
landlord party all over the country. 
They ought to have remembered, how- 
ever, that the Irish Land system existed 
in defiance of the Decalogue, and had so 
existed for centuries. That, at all events, 
| was a set-off against the outrage. The 
Conservative Party fought that Bill tooth 
/and nail in both Houses of Parliament. 
| They prophesied ;that it never would 
| work, and that landlord and _ tenant 
| would never agree under dual ownership. 
‘Lord Dufferin put it neatly when he said 
' that Mr. Gladstone had put tenant and 
‘landlord in one bed and they would 
| spend their whole time in trying to kick 
/each other out. That is the exact result. 
| They, having made clear their opposition 
| to dual ownership, introduced their own 
| policy when they came into office in 
1885. They produced a Land Purchase 
Bill, and started it on new lines. The 
policy had existed in a tentative way 
| before, under the Acts of 1881, 1870, and, 
| indeed, 1869. But in 1885 they intro- 
duced their great measure, placing 
£5,000,000 at the disposal of the farmers 
| for the purchase of their holdings, the sum 


| to be repayable in forty-nine years. The 


land Commission f se— 
mmission for the purpose—| whole amount was taken up in three 


men with £1,000 a year each, I believe, 
for doing this very work—and they fixed 
the rent at £63. 


years, and then they granted £5,000,000 
| more which vanished in two years. In 


What did the court | 1891 another great Land Purchase Act 
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was introduced and carried, which placed | 
£33,000,000 sterling at the disposal of | 
the tenants for purchase. The era of | 
experiment was admitted to have gone 
by, and under the new policy of the 
Conservative Party, wherever purchase 
was carried out, the Irish land problem 
had ceased to exist. I wonder if any 
of the statesmen who were responsible 
for these great measures looked forward 
to seeing in the future purchased holdings 
all over the country, and realised 
what the effect would be. The moment 
you got 70,000 of these holdings scattered 
all over the country, at once you set up 
a privileged class of tenants. A State 
Department was established to fix fair 
rents, and then another State Department 
gave frecholds at 33 per cent. less than 
the rents. 


Can you imagine that Ireland, or indeed 
any other country could be governed under 
such a policy ! It could not be, and the 
Chief Secretary knows it perfectly well. 
It is not only in Connaught, upon the 
wretched mudbanks of Lord De Freyneand 
Lord Dillon, that the question is being 
fought out. I tell him here to-night, 
and i tell the House, that the objection 
and hostility to this differential treat- 
ment of different classes of tenants is 
as strong in Ulster as in Connaught. 
Ulster will fight against it on their own 
lines, constitutionally, of course. But 
then, they will not object to what is 
absurdly called tratte with traitors. 
They will take strength wherever they 


ean get it, but still they will walk 
on their own constitutional _ lines. 
What have these loyal men done 


in the past ? They have allowed every 
Land Act that is on the Statute Book 
now to be won by the Connemara 
peasants, and the moment that it has 
been won they have been the first to 
rush into the Land Courts. I have 
as much objection to unconstitutional 
action as any man can have. I| have 
been more with the Ulster tenants 
during the last eighteen months than 
my hon. friend below me, and | tell 
him here that they will fight the’ 
question out on their own constitutional 
lines, taking help wherever they can 
get it. “ Ulster will fight and Ulster | 
will be right.” If the hon. Member for | 
Mid Armagh does not already know it, | 
let me tell him that in Armagh the | 


Mr. 1 WV. Russe ll. 


{COMMONS} 


| Gosford Estate ? 
| series of Resolutions from that estate? 


(Ireland) Amendment. 1084 


feeling is equally strong. Does my 
hon. friend not know what is taking 
place in his own constituency on the 
Did he not’ get a 


There is no part of the whole country 
likely to suffer more than this same 
province of Ulster. I tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that, so far as I am able 
to judge his Bill—and | am not com- 
mitting myself to the absolute details— 
I am prepared to go a long way in 
giving him help to pass it. Probably 
he did not expect that. but, at all 
events, that is my position, and has 
been my position from the very first. 
Let him make up his mind to this: 
That after every estate has been sold 
that can be sold, after he has induced 
every landlord to sell that he can so 
induce by this or any other means, 
there will be hundreds, aye, thousands 
of landlords who will refuse to sell on 
any terms whatever. And why? Be- 
cause the rents of their tenants are 
better than any terms they can get 
under any Act of Parliament. These 
tenants pay their rents to the day and 
to the last shilling, and why, therefore, 
should the landlords sell their estates? 
They do not pose as patriots, they are 
not philanthropists, and why, then, 
should they sell? To sell under these 
circumstances is to sell at a loss. 
The right hon. Gentleman dors not inter- 
vene to prevent that. And, therefore, 
all this Bill is doing now is simply to 
bring us nearer and nearer to the edge of 
the precipice. When you have done all 
that this Bill can do, you will have to deal 
with the remnant of the tenants who are 
deprived of all these advantages and 


' hoons that you have taken the trouble to 


give to others. They are the very flower 
of the tenantry. They are the loyal men. 
Who will get the main advantage of this 
3ill? It will be the very class of tenants 
who have made it so hot for the landlords 
that they are glad to sell because life is 
a burden to them. What has been the 
case under the present Purchase Acis? 
Twenty-two millions have been spent alto- 
gether, and of this, eight millions have 
been expended in Ulster. My con- 
tention is this, that it stands to common 
sense that where a landlord is harried, 
harassed, and annoyed by tenants who 
will not pay rent, so that he has to fight 
for his money in the Court, he is only too 
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gai to sell. But the landlord who gets 
his rent regularly, and who has a tenantry 
with whom any landlord might be glad to 
live, he wilk not sell. This Bill will not 
settle the Lrish Land question. It will, 
instead, bring it to thebrink of jthe preci- 
pice, and sooner or later, sooner rather than 
later, sooner than some of you think, you 
will have to face the remaining tenantry, 
who will absolutely refuse to stand the 
differentiation in treatment and_ will 
not allow the privileges and  boons 
which were given to other tenants 
to be withheld from themselves. 
[ will give all the help I can to 
the Bill, and I will do so all the more 
heartily because | know it will bring 
nearer the day when you will be forced to 
deal with the remnant of the landlords by 
whose actions these people are deprived 


or 


‘oO: 


1085 


of boons and privileges which Parliament | 


has conferred on others, perhaps less | 


worthy. 


(10 10.) Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Os- 
sory) said he agreed with the last speaker 
that this Bill would not settle the 
Land question. It was a 


embodied in it was quite inadequate. 
Che greatest obstacle in the way of pur- 
chase were the encumbrances and family 


jointures should not be dealt with in the 
same Way as other investments. If money 
Were put into a railway company or 
limited liability company which did not 
pay, the person who put in the money 
lost it, and why should not those who 


had mortgages on property given twenty- | 


five years ago be subjected to the same 


rule. From the tenant's point of view 
the Bill was a_ signal failure. It 
gave a flat denial to the demand 


ior compulsory sale in [reland—a legiti- 


landlord’s | 
Bill, and he believed that the machinery | 


mate, rightful, and constitutional demand | 


which had been made in that House on 
the part of the Irish farmers, It would 
fail on that account. It placed the 
machinery of the Bill in the hands of 
the Irish Land Commission, which had 


lost the confidence of the lrish tenant ; ©° 
| viz., 


farmer, There was a still greater reason 
Why it would fail, and why it would 
cause deep disappointment through- 
out 


| hear that. 


Marcu 1902} 


: 'the same declaration for the 
charges, and he did not see why these | bi 
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system, viz., the question of the evicted 
tenants. How could it for one moment 
be supposed by anyone that the Land 
question would be settled while the evicted 
tenants question would be left untouched ? 
Take the case of the county a part of 
which he had the honour to represent. 
There there were to be found fifty families 
who for well nigh fourteen years had 
been unhoused, who had been living in 
huts in misery and wretchedness, and 
who previously to eviction had heen men 
of competence, and in the enjoyment of 
comfort. How could they expect that a 
3ill which refused to deal with such a 
condition of things would be received 
with anything like satisfaction in Ireland ? 
That alone would make it a lamentable 
failure. There was another feature of 
the Irish Land question he wished to put 
before the right hon. Gentleman, and that 
was the demand for compulsory sale, which 
had been made in a most reasonable way 
in that House by representatives both in 
the North and in the South of Ireland. 
The hon. Member for North Down had 
not made his declaration in favour of it 
one moment too soon. He would have 
eventually to face the electors. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I have made 
last ten 
years. 


Mr. DELANY: Has the hon. Gentle- 
man supported it by his votes in the 
House ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Yes, on every 


oceasion. 


Mr. DELANY said he was glad to 
He now wished to point out 
another obstacle to the success of the 


/measure. The right hon. Gentleman had 
| flouted compulsory purchase in Ireland, 


but in one particular class he ought 
to be ready to apply compulsion, 
to the absentee landlords. In 
King’s County one of the largest pro- 


| prietors held 30,000 acres, and he did 


it refused to deal with one of the | 


greatest evils 


| 


| not spend 3,000 pence in the district. 
Ireland; and that was because | P E 


His rent roll was £15,000 a year, and 
every penny of it went away. The hon. 


of the present land | Member did not know where the money 
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was spent. 


{COMMONS} 
The Bill did not deal with | the Government for having put on one 


(Ireland) Amendment. 1088 


absentee landlords, and that was another | side the scheme of compulsory purchase 


reason why it must fail. 


Speaking as | which I regard as not only impracticable 
the representative ofan agricultural con- | but unjust. 


I do not conceive it possible 


stituency, and being himself a tenant that British taxpayers will tax them- 
farmer, he believed that the Bill, for the | selves to the extent of £120,000,000 


reasons which he had stated, would bea!in order to become Irish 


landlords 


failure. Notwithstanding the sympathetic | with all the attendant ris) 3 and dangers 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, the | which are incident to that system. I do 
measure, as he understood its provisions, , not conceive it possible that the English 


had come as a disappointment to him. 


*(10.32.) Mr. BUTCHER (York): The 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
has given a somewhat gloomy view of 
the situation. He has referred to the 
questions of absentee landlords and com- 
pulsory purchase, both of which are not 
particularly germane to the discussion of 
a measure for voluntary purchase by the 
tenants. ‘The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, in an impassioned peroration 
extending over some twenty minutes, ex- 
pressed his approval, as he has done on 
previous occasions, of compulsory pur- 
chase. I shall not follow him into the 
discussion of the merits or demerits of 
that particular measure. I shall content 


myself by reterring to the question of | 


voluntary purchase raised by this Bill. 
[ conceive that every Member of this 
House, who has the welfare of Ireland at 
heart, must feel grateful to the Govern- 
ment for having introduced the Bill. It 
is a remarkable and, I think, gratifying 
fact that even so notorious an advocate 
of compulsory purchaseas the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone should have given 
a cordial, though, I admit, a somewhat 
provisionaland tentative approval toa Bill 
for the purpose of promoting compulsory 
purchase. It is a commonplace of politics 
to say that the Irish Land question is the 
pivot of the Irish controversy. If you 
go even a short way on the road towards 
the solution of the Irish Land question, 
you have gone a long way towards the 
removal of Irish discontent. What are 
the facts? It is admitted on all hands 
that the system of fixing rents by a 
court has largely broken down. It is 
admitted on all hands that the only 
solution of the Irish Land question 
lies in purchase. There are only two 
modes of purchase it is possible to con- 
ceive—compulsory and voluntary—and 
I confess, for my part, I am thankful to 


Mr. Delany. 


| 





iis somewhat 





voter will consent to compulsorily ex- 
propriate the Irish landlords against 
their will. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER; 
Time will tell that.] Time will tell 
many things, but I believe that time 
will be found on the side of justice. 
Time will be found on the side of 
rejecting an unprofitable and impracti- 
cable suggestion. Therefore, I think the 
Government has done right to adopt the 
other alternative, and so far asin them 
lies. make land purchase by voluntary 
methods easier and cheaper than it has 
been hitherto. The Chief Secretary 
has pointed out that voluntary land 
purchase is not only stationary, but 
declining in quantity. 
Therefore, the necessity for  intro- 
ducing some measure to facilitate 
land purchase by voluntary methods is 
fully justified. What are the methods 
which the Government propose ? To my 
mind the object of the Bill is, and I trust 
the result will be, to make land purchase 
both easier and cheaper. It has been 
pointed out by the hon. Member from 
South Tyrone that the tenant farmers of 
Ireland will get advantages from this 
Bill. By the admission of hon. Members 
opposite they are desirous to purchase 
their holdings, and any method which 
renders purchase easier and cheaper must 
be of benefit to them. 


I think it is right that I should 
point out what, at any rate to me, 
appear some of the advantages which 
will accrue to the landlords under this 
Bill. In the first place, if a landlord 
wishes, he will be able to sell 
estate, without the expense of a pre- 


liminary negotiation with the ten- 
ants. He will also be able to sell it iv 


globo without having left on his hands 
certain portions of the estate which the 
tenants do not desire to purchase. To 
my mind it isa very great and impor- 
tant advantage to the landlord. But 
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there is a second advantage which has, 
been also referred to by the hon. Mem-| 
ber for South Tyrone, and that is that the | 
procedure which is to be set up under | 
this Bill will largely decrease the delay | 
and will decrease the expense consequent | 
upon the procedure in the Land Court. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone ap- | 
peared to be labouring under a delusion | 
which, I believe, is common to other 
Members of this House, that the lawyers 
like to run up an improper bill. I cannot 
conceive of anyone who knows anything 
of the facts labouring under such a sin- 
gular misapprehension. I suppose there 
are foolish persons in every profession, 
even in the profession of the law, but I 
cannot conceive that any lawyer should 
be so foolish as to wish to run up an im- 
proper bill. But, whether he does so or 
not, I conceive that the procedure sug- 
gested under this Bill will have the neces- 
sary and inevitable result of largely 
decreasing the cost which has hitherto 
attended the proceedings of the Land 
Court. Take one suggestion which is 
made in the Bill and examine it. It is 
that for one year, and one year only, 
aiter the sale is agreed on, mortgagees on 
the estate shall be allowed to get their 
full rate of interest. Of course, if the mort- 
gagee gets 5 per cent., and if he knows 
that at the end of one year, if he does not 
come in and prove his title and get his 
money out, the interest will be reduced 
to 25 per cent., he will hasten to prove 
his title and get the money paid out. 
I believe that the procedure suggested | 
by the Bill will expedite and cheapen 
the procedure in the Land Court, and 
thereby materially advantage the land- 


lord. 


There is another important benefit 
which will accrue to the landlord under 
this Bill. He will be able to buy his 
own house and demesne by the same 
methods by which the tenant is enabled 
to acquire his holding, namely, by 
annual instalments. Let me givea figure. 
Suppose a man has an estate of £1,000 a 
year, which is sold for £20,000—twenty 
years purchase. He gets the £20,000 
purchase money, but under the pro- 
visions of the Bill he is allowed to buy 
back his house and demesne for a sum 
not exceeding £4,000, which he pays off | 
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by annual instalments of £150, or 3} per 
cent. on £4,000. I say that isa material 
advantage to the landlords, and it is 
an advantage to the people about him, 
because instead of driving him out 
of the country and destroying the 
opportunities of employing labour, 
it would keep him a resident in the 
country and enable him to take his part 
in the work of the country, and to re- 


(Ireland) Amendment. 


| main, as I believe most landlords would 


desire to do, among his own people. Again, 


itis proposed that the payment for pur- 


chase shall be made in cash rather than 
stock. I cannot imagine anything more 
unsatisfactory either to landlord or 
tenant than that the purchase money 
should be paid in stock which is liable 
to vary from 111 or 112, at which it 
was some time ago, to 94 as now. Iam 
glad the Chief Secretary has recognised 
that fact, andis prepared to pay out the 
landlord on the footing of a sum which 
would be certain. There are other de- 
tails of this Bill which have been com- 
mented upon tonight, and into which I do 
not proposetoenter. If this Bill has the 
effect, as I believe it will, of cheapening 
and rendering easier voluntary purchase 
to landlords and tenants, I say, as one 
who wishes for the future progress and 
prosperity of Ireland, that I will give a 
hearty and cordial welcome to the Bill. 


(10.45.) Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down commented on previous speakers 
for comparing this Bill with a Bill on 
compulsory lines, but the hon. Gentle- 
man himself devoted three-fourths of his 
speech to that very point. I would have 
much preferred if the Chief Secretary 
had handled this Bill on compulsory 
lines, rather than in its present tinker- 
ing fashion. Owing to emigration there 
is a Ireland, every year 
that the landlords refuse to accept this 
sop, of at least £2,000,000. Every 
person who leaves Ireland represents a 
loss of £100 to the country, and for that 
reason alone compulsory purchase is 
necessary. Compulsory purchase is also 
necessary for the reason given by the 
Chief Secretary himself. The day is 
passed in Ireland when a farm can 


loss to 
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support the farmer and his family, the 
landlord and his family, the bailiff and 
the labourer. If 
who 


the hon. Gentleman 
has just spoken had heard the 
Chief Secretary state, as he did, that out 
of £171,000 advanced to over 30,000 
tenants not a penny is now outstanding, 
I think’ it would convince the hon. 
Gentleman that compulsory sale is the 
and that the British 
taxpayer would not lose a penny by it. 


only remedy 


*Mr. BUTCHER: I was present dur- 
ing the Chief Secretary’s speech, and was 
not convinced in favour of compulsory 
purchase. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Then I am afraid 
that the hon. Gentleman did not take in 


the point. 


vince of Connaught, and I ask, is the | , way asany hon. Member opposite. | 


{COMMONS} 


| farmer in 
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willing to sell having come to an end, but 
also to the teaching of the United Irish 
League and the hon. Member for East 
Mayo. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
came to my county this spring and told 
the farmers that sixteen years purchase 
of fair rent would be an ample price,and 
that then the tenants had to decide 
what a fair rent was. If they went upon 
that system, I do not understand 

any 
on at 


how voluntary purchase could 
all. | this Bill 
will satisfy nearly every honest tenant 


Ulster. I know 


constituents will be satisfied with a great 


go believe 


my own 


many of its provisions. They do not 


want anything unfair or dishonest. 


| They wish to give a fair price for their 


I will take the whole Pro- | 


Province to wait untill the landlords | 


accept this bribe. 


If the landlords con- | 


tinue to refuse, there will only be left in | 


Connaught the old people and the 


invalids. I object to the clause whereby 
the tenant is refused the right to have a 
the 


satisfied with the purchase price. It 


fair rent fixed if landlord is not 


seems to me that the whole Bill is only | 


a Congested Districts Board Bill. 


*(10.50.) Mr. ARCH DALE (Fermanagh, 
N.): I wish tothank the Chief Secretary 
for this Bill, which I believe will advance 
the object which many Ulster Members 
have in view, namely, occupying owner- 
ship. There are, however, a great many 
points in it which cannot be properly 
discussed until we have the Bill before 
us. My right hon. friend ‘spoke of the 
That is 
not only due to the number of landlords 

Dr. Ambrose. 


decrease in voluntary purchase. 


/one question. 





land, and they wish their landlords to 
remain in the country. I am a landlord, 


but I am also a tenant farmer in as biz 


have a good set of tenants, the majority 
pay their rents well. [Mk. 
Reppy, King’s Co., Birr. : Would they 
not be glad to buy 1] 


of whom 


I think someoi 
some of them would be glad to buy, an! 
some would not, and that is the reasoi 
why I am in favour of this Bill, becaus 
it gives me and othersa chance to sell. | 
would like to ask my right hon. friend 
He talked about selling 
under the 40th section ; and | shouki 
like to know if landlords who happen to 
have their estates mortgaged in the 
English Court of Chancery will be ablet 
sell their property like landlords whos: 
property is mortgaged in the Couit 
of Chanceryin Ireland. I think it woul! 
be very unfair if properties in the Englisi 
Court of Chancery could not be sold in the 
same way as propertiesin the Irish Cour 
of Chancery. I was rather amused to hear 


the hon. Gentleman the Member ior 
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South Tyrone say that Ulster tenants | of the tenants and put into the pockets 
were glad to take advantage of things | of the lawyers, and I congratulate the 
brought forward by the representatives | right hon. Gentleman on an_ honest 
of other parts of Ireland. All I can say | attempt to endeavour to remove one 
is that 13,000 tenants in Ulster have of the worst features of every land 
bought their farms, as against 11,000 | Act which has been passed for Ireland. 
in all other parts of Ireland; and I am | There are several other parts of the 
very glad that these Ulster tenant) right hon. Gentleman’s Bill which will 
farmers had the sense to buy their farms | undoubtedly be more or less boons 
and take advantage of the terms offered to our unhappy country. I am glad 
them by the Government. There are to see that the sale of small properties 
two or three other points in the Bill is now to be made possible ; and also 
which I should like to see elucidated, that three-fourths of the tenants on 
but I think we should wait until it is a large property are to have their 
printed. All I need now say is, that || own way. But, is not this a useful 
think the Bill is a strong step towards precedent for compulsory purchase ? 
occupying ownership, and I cannot The right hon. Gentleman is going 
understand any man, however much he to give three-fourths of the tenants of 
may favour the principle of compulsion, Ireland the right to say whether sales 
not supporting it to the utmost of his shall be carried out or not; yet he 
power. refuses to over three-fourths of the 

people of Ireland the right of com- 


yulsory purchase. ‘The precedent whic! 
(10.55.) Mason JAMESON (Clare,w.); PY F P mae 


the right hon. Gentleman has now 
I have been somewhat amused at 


established will be of the utmost advan- 


the gloomy hilarity of hon. Gentlemen 
6 : y tage. I also congratulate the right 


opposite, whereas I expected to hear ek ‘Readies an Seta dee ae. 
a flood of joyous hilarity. The hon. i : 
and learned Member for York ex-. 
pressed his deep sorrow at the break- | 


down of the Land Courts. I believe 


stated his opinion of previous Land 
Acts. There is another boon in the 
Bill, and that is the matter of cash. 


I think everyone likes cash, and | 
the hon. and learned Member does | 


; oiygae think in that matter the right hon. 

not himself practice in Ireland; but | 
, |Gentleman has done well as regards 
the lawyers in Ireland will, I hope, | 


land purchase in Ireland. Then we 


RO pA IT pe are to have the benefit of the Con- 
or | . . 
oe ay NOS See CONE SUF aS Cae eae | gested Districts schedule. I would 


Courts. I quite agree that this is CMl tks to lhiow Whether thee new 
of the most important points in the Bill | 
which the Chief Secretary, in a very 
able manner, has brought before the 
House. I think the Chief Secretary has, | whether they are to be placed under 
to the best of his ability, endeavoured to | the Congested Districts Board. 


prevent all the good of these cumber- 


be no longer able to make their fortunes | 


districts are only to be brought in as 


regards the question of purchase, or 





some Land Acts, of which we have heard Mr. WYNDHAM: Only in the matter 
tonight, being taken out of the pockets | of purchase. 
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Mason JAMESON : If that is all, we | 
must be thankful for small mercies ; but 
I would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to reconsider the question with the view | 
to bringing a large number of poor dis. | 
tricts in Ireland under the Congested | 
Districts Board. 
first point, which | think is a very 
namely, the point of 
I cannot 
imagine for one moment that the, 
attempt to deprive the tenants of their | 


Now I come to the 


deplorable one, 
purchase versus fixed rents. 


right to have fair rents fixed, which has 
been acknowledged in this House for the 
last fifteen years, and which every Land 
Act that has been passed has emphasised 
and accentuated has sprung from the 
Chief Secretary. I believe it is the 
Attorney General for Ireland who is 
playing the part of Svengali in connec- 
tion with this Bill. I do not, of course, 
assume that the right hon. Gentleman 
is anything like Svengali. This pro- 
vision brings out the old, old story; and 
I hope the Chief Secretary will endeavour 
this 


I would suggest that 


to secure some amelioration of 
particular clause. 
the Chief Law Officer of the Crown in | 
Ireland would be all the better if he | 
were given a rise in life. I have no | 
doubt that some member in the legal 
profession like the hon. and learned 
Member for York would be perfectly 
willing to take the place of the right 
hon. Gentleman if he were now given 
the judicial elevation which is in store 


for him. 


‘the estate. 


(11.0.) Mr. O°’SHAUGHNESSY 
(Limerick, W.): A number of tenants 
in my own constituency who declined | 
to pay what they considered an un- | 
just rent, and who are now threatened 
offered to purchase 


with eviction, 


{COMMONS} 
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their farms from the landlord some. 
time ago, but they were unable to 
come to terms. They are looking for. 
ward to this Bill to see if it would bring 
about a settlement, but so far as I cap 
observe, there is no hope for them in it, 
and | think it will be a disappointment 
to every farmer throughout Munster, 
The principle laid down by the Chief 


Secretary of buying estates in globo, and 


reselling them to the tenants, is, I con. 
sider, a very good principle. But how 
is the right hon. Gentleman going to 


carry it out by means of this Bill. I do 


not think he will be able to carry it out 


in the way he has indicated, because the 
only effective way of carrying that 
principle out is to adopt compulsion. 
There is no other way in which it can 
be done. We have been told that the 
owner of an estate may apply to the 
Land Commission to furnish an estimate 
of the purchase price ; but if the landlord 
is not satisfied with the price, he need 
not sell. The effect of that clause will be 
that the old feud which is going on in 
the country will continue. The landlord 
will not sell at a fair price unless he is 
forced, and as the Chief Secretary will 
not bring in a Bill for that purpose, the 
only way left is to force him to do so by 
agitation and organisation. In 
humble opinion there are some very 
good clauses in this Bill. For instance, the 
clause relating to title I consider a very 
good clause. Another very good clause 
is that which provides that the landlord 
himself may buy a residential holding on 
But these are landlord 
provisions, and do not bring the question 
of occupying ownership into its proper 
light at all. I look with suspicion on the 
clause which provides the substitution 
of cash for stock in the advances that 
It may be a good thing 


my 


are to be made. 
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to sell estates for cash, but the landlords 
will get more than they otherwise would, 
and, therefore, that provision may be 
regarded as a bribe to the landlords to 
sell. As regards the fair rent clause, I 
do not think it is fair to tenants, because 
if they do not buy at the price estimated 
by the Land Commission, they can- 
not get a fair rent fixed, if the land 
lord is willing to sell. Then there is 
the Bill 


tenants or evicted tenants. 


no word in about future 
I say that 
there can be no satisfactory settlement 
of the land question until the evicted 
tenants have been provided _ for. 
Nationalist Ireland is resolved that no 
settlement can be accepted as final, until 


l ask 


the Chief Secretary to-night not to trifle 


the evicted tenants are reinstated. 


with this question of the evicted tenants, 
I ask and 
not treat it lightly. That would bea 


beneficient policy which would go far 


him to grapple with it, 


towards establishing peace in Ireland. 
It would make happy homes; brighten 
a dark chapter in Ireland’s history ; 
and make these poor people forget the 


past. 


(11.6.) Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, N.): To 
my mind there twoserious omissions from 
this Bill. 
senting a constituency in the West of 


Speaking as a Member repre- 


Ireland, I desire to point out what these 
omissions are, in the hope, perhaps, 
that in a future stage of the Bill they 
The 


speech 


may be rectified. right hon. 


Gentleman in_ his made no 
mention of that serious burning problem 


in the West of Ireland: congestion of 


land on one side, and vast grazing 
tracks on the other. The Bill in- 


troduced by the Chief Secretary cannot 
be considered 
VOL. CV. 


satisfactory 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 
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peasantry in the West of Ireland if it 


‘does not deal with this question, and 


| as one of those who have taken an active 


by the, 


interest in the land war in the West of 
Ireland, I regret very much that the 
right hon. Gentleman, whose good in- 
tentions | do not doubt, did not grasp 
this problem at once. The right hon. 
Gentleman knows as well as I do the 
peculiar circumstances connected with the 
West of Ireland. 


the congested districts, and immediately 


On one side there are 


beyond thousands and thousands of 
let to 
jobbers on the eleven months system. If 


acres of grazing land land 
that question were dealt with, it would 
not involve anything in the nature 
of confiscation —because these lands are 
taken as a commercial speculation for 
eleven months—when the contract ex- 
pired ; and if the problem were dealt 
with it would go a long way towards 
removing congestion in the West of 
from the 
When 


the Land Act of 1881 was passed, giving 


Ireland. Another omission 


Bill is the question of turbary. 


the tenants fixity of tenure, fair rent, 
and free sale, it neglected to deal with 
the turbary question. Previous to the 
passing of that Act the tenants had the 
right of turbary free of charge on the 
various estates in Ireland, but after they 
had received trifling reductions under 
the Act of 1881, the landlords retaliated 
by charging the tenants 10s. for turbary. 
If the right hon. Gentleman deals with 
these two problems, which can be very 
easily solved, he will place his Bill on a 


much more satisfactory footing. 


(11.16.) Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Birr): 
No matter how hon. Members 
laud Bill, 
from ourselves that the hate of the Irish 


2Q 


may 


this we cannot conceal 
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landlords has been fully and freely ex-| and read the first time; to be read a 
pressed by the omission of any provision | second time upon Monday, 7th April, and 
relating to the evicted tenants. All the | to be printed. [Bill 142.] 

Land Bills that have been passed, even | 
the Local Government Bill, were only | 
sugar coated pills for the Irish landlords to 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


swallow. As an Irish farmer myself, I say 

unreservedly that this Bill will be read in STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 
Ireland with a keen sense of disappoint-| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
ment at the way in which the evicted | “That a Select Committee be appointed 
tenants have been sacrificed to the hate to inquire into the subsidies to steamship 
of the Irish landlord. The Irish farmer | companies and sailing vessels under 
to-day is as different from his pre- Foreign Governments, and the effect 
decessor of thirty or forty years ago as a| thereby produced on British trade. 
white man is from a black man; and no. 


matter what Land Bills are passed, | “That Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Evelyn 





unless he gets compulsory purchase not 
a penny of rent will be extracted from 


| Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel Denny, Mr. Duke, 
Mr. Joyce, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Mr, 


him, except through the bailiff. Ireland | Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Price, Mr. 





from North to South is for compulsory | 


purchase. This is only a_ tinkering | 

: | 
measure, and I would rather see it thrown | 
to the winds, than that any land | 


grabber should get the opportunity | 


William Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir 
Edward Sassoon, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and 
Sir Edgar Vincent, be Members of the 
Committee. 


“That the evidence taken before the 


under it, of buying the holding of an | Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies 


evicted tenant. [ hope the Bill will not | 


be passed into law. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to further amend the Law relating | 
to the occupation and ownership of land | 
in Ireland; and for other purposes | 
relating thereto, ordered to be brought | 
in by Mr. Wyndham, Mr. Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer, and Mr. Attorney General | 
for Ireland. 


LAND PURCHASE ACIS (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


in the last Session of Parliament be re- 


! 
| ferred to the Select Committee. 


“That the Committee have power to 


| 
| send for persons, papers, and records. 


“That Five be the quorum. ”’—(Sir 
William Walrond). 


Debate arising. 


Debate adjourned till Monday, 7th 
April. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 


“To further amend the Law relating | this day, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 


to the occupation and ownership of land 

in Ireland; and for other purposes 

relating thereto,’’ presented accordingly, 
Mr. Reddy. 


House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Eleven o’clock. 
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Wednesday, 26th March, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Glock 

THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The CLERK at the TABLE informed the 


Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


| made : Bill to be read the third time. 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LIVERPOOL GRAIN STORAGE AND 
TRANSIT COMPANY BILL [Lorps]. 


fead a second time, and committed. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that 


‘memorials against private Bills, or 
;against any Bill to confirm any Pro- 
visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
and for depositing duplicates of any 
documents relating to any Bill to con- 
frm any Provisional Order or Pro- 
visional Certificate, also for depositing 
atthe Private Bill Office all documents 
relating to any Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, be extended to the first day on 
which the House shall sit after 
Recess— (The Deputy Chairman.) 
VOL. CV. [FourtH Series. ] 
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| HAMILTON GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 


House of the unavoidable absence of the | 
EAST INDIA (COST OF MAINTENANCE 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, | 


the , 
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CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition from Bedford Colliery, in 


favour; to lie upon the Table. 


OF BRITISH TROOPS). 
Petition from London, for readjust- 


/ment; to lie upon the Table, 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Eccles 
(four), Bristol, and Rough Lea; to 


lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNDATION BILL. 


Petition from Godstone, in favour; to 


As amended, considered ; Amendments lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from Winchester, in favour; 


to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Bedford Colliery, in 


| favour; to lie upon the Table. 
| 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petition from Leven, in favour; to lie 


the time for depositing petitions and | ypon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Newport (Mon.), against ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Moffat, against establish- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from* Selly Oak, in favour; 
to liefupon the Table, 


2K 
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UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 
BILL. 
Petition of the Incorporated Law 


Society, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table. 
VIVISECTION. 
Petition from London, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


METROPOLITAN CATTLE MARKET. 
Accounts presented, for the year 1901, 


with an Account of extraordinary Works | 
executed other than the general Repairs | 


for the same period [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOAN FUND BOARD (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of sixty-fourth Annual 
Report, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENTS). 
Return presented, 
(ordered 21st February ; Wr. 
son] ; 
printed. 


relative thereto 


[No. 121.] 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House : 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(DIVISIONS). 


(SUPPLY) 


feturn presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 18th Mareh; 8 


to lie upon the Tanle. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
[SECOND READING, | 

Order for Second Reading read. 

(12.15.) Major EVANS GORDON 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney): The Bill 
for which I ask the House to give a 
Second Reading seeks to prohibit com 
pulsory membership of unregistered 
shop clubs or thrift funds, and to regulate 
such as are duly registered. The evils 
which the Bill will redress may be sum- 
marised as follows ; 
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The power at present exercised hy 
Pista to compel their men to join 
an unregistered shop club, to make their 
joining a condition of employ ment, and 
to compel them to give up the member. 
ship of a friendly society to which they 
already belong. 


The injury which this power inflicts 
upon the friendly societies of the kingdom, 


The matter has excited a great deal of 
attention in the country. The existing 
state of things has been vehemently pro- 
tested against, and the National Confer. 
ence of Friendly Societies, representing 
many millions of working men and women, 
has given its unanimous support to the 
measure before the House. 


In 1899 a Departmental Committee of 
the Home Office, over which the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for the Bordesley 
Division of Birmingham presided, in- 
quired into the whole subject. Tie 


'conelusions they arrived at were— 


**1. That it shall not be lawful for any en- 
ployer to make it a condition of employment 
that any workman shall join a shop club. 

‘2. That the foregoing provision shall not 
apply where the shop club 

(a) Is a Society registered under the Friendly 

Societies Act, and is certified by the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies to be one 
to which that provision should not apply; 
or 

(4) Is established in conformity with a private 

ov local Act of Parliament. 
>. That it shall no» be lawful for any employer 
to make it a condition of employment that any 
workman shall discontinue his membership 


of any friendly society to which he belongs or 
shall not become a member of any other 


fi iendly socie ty. 


The Bill before the House has been 
prepared in accordance with these re. 
commendations. Its provisions secure, 


| within certain limits, what is surely the 


| dueted under certain 
}in the Schedule. 


right of any and every man, namely, 
freedom to exercise his thrift in the 
direction he thinks most advantageous 
to himself ; while the right of employers 
to demand that their employees shall 
belong to the shop club is preserved s0 
long as such club is registered and con- 
rules laid dawn 
Under these circum: 


| stances, and considering the extremely 


moderate and reasonable lines on which 
ithe Bill has been drawn, I cannot belie: 
| that any serious opposition will be offerec 
to it. It may be said that the shop clubs, 
orsome of them, offer greater advantages 
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to the men than the voluntary friendly 
societies can afford, and that therefore 
employers are justified in compelling 
the men to join. To this I would reply) 
that, even if such greater benefits exist, 
the men may quite well be left to exer 
cise theirown judgment in such matters, 
and if they chose to sacrifice greater 
benefits in order to retain their freedom, 
they should be at liberty to do so, and 
no one has any right to prevent them 
from doing so. 


Sh op Clubs 


The House may wish to know whether 
compulsion actually exists, and number- 
less examples could be given. I will 
only, however, quote one which illus- 
trates both the compulsion to belong 
to the shop club and the compulsion 
to give up another society. Last 
year a lad named Hale was an 
applicant for employment at the docks 
as iessenger boy. He was a member of 
the Rechabites Friendly Society, and this 
is the letter he received— 


* London & India Docks Company, 

Dock House, 109, Leadenhall Street, 
London, E.C., 23rd August, 1901. 

* Albert E. Hale 

‘ As requested, I return herewith your birth 
certificate, lab ur certificate from school, and 
letter of character from Mr. Ludford. 

“As explained to you here on the 19th June 
last, that a condition of appointment as a boy 
messenger in this service was membership of 
the Dock Friendly Society—one of the rules of 
the society being that members shall not be- 
long to any other benefit society—and as you 
are not willing to give up the Rechabites 
Friendly Society, your appointment will not be 
proceeded with. —R. Biscor (for Secretary).” 


Here we have the whole question in a 
nutshell. The lad’s credentials were 
evidently satisfactory. He. was not 
rejected on account of any shortcomings 
in edueation or character, but because 
he refused to throw up his membership 
of his own society. Compulsion such as 
this seems to me intolerable. No one 
need be surprised at the indignation and 
bitter feeling which it arouses. The 
Departmental Committee was emphatic 
that such compulsion should be put an 
end to, and the Bill before the House 


seeks to confirm that finding. It 
may be said that the provisions 


of this measure will tend to under- 
mine such organisations as the Docks 
and other benefit societies which 
have been started in the interests 
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and for the advantage of the men, 
and that we should hesitate before 
taking such a step, Sir, well-conducted 
shop clubs need not suffer in the 
slightest degree by this Bill becoming 
law, and, moreover, the great volun- 
tary friendly societies should be our 
first consideration They have been 
the pioneers of thrift in this country. 
It is they who have taught working men 
to take some thought for the morrow. 
We should do all in our power to preserve 
and strengthen them and help them to 
continue the great work they are doing 
and have done, rather than allow others 
to unfairly compete with and destroy that 
work by compelling men to leave their 
societies. 


It is true few employers positively re- 
quire the workmen to give up their 
friendly society, but in practice com- 
pulsion to join the shop club means the 
same thing, because in most cases the 
men cannot afford to pay to both It 
may be said that if some limit is not set 
on the number of societies to which a 
man may belong, a premium will be put 
on malingering, but this objection can 
easily be overcome by limiting the total 
amount of pay to be given during sick- 
ness. Such a limitation is recognised as 
being desirable by the friendly societies 
themselves. I have heard it stated that 
the opposition of the friendly societies 
to compulsory shop clubs proceeds from 
jealousy. 1 cannot see where jealousy 
comes in. If it were a question of two 
societies competing with one another on 
fair and equal terms, one of them might 
conceivably be jealous of the success of 
the other. But as between the friendly 
societies and the shop clubs, the com- 
petition is neither equal nor fair, Em- 
ployers use their power to force the men 
out of other societies into their own 
shop clubs. In these circumstances in- 
dignation and bitter feeling are no 
doubt aroused, but hardly jealousy. 
If employers were to say to their men; 
“Here are two societies, one inside our 
walls and the other outside ; and here are 
the comparative advantages attached to 
both ; you must choose one, but you arefree 
to choose either,” noone could complain : 
but, as I have shown, they say nothing of 


; the kind, and no freedom of choice is 
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left to the men. The freedom of the 
man is also restricted in other ways, for 
the effect of being compelled to join a 
shop club tends to bind a man down to 
certain employers. In some cases if he 
leaves his employment he forfeits his 
benefit in the club—in others a propor- 
tion of the money he has paid in, is 
returned to him, but in all cases he has 
no further voice whatever in the manage- 
ment of the fund. 


Shop. Clubs 


There seems to be some misapprehen- 
sion with regard to the effect of this Bill 
upon shop clubs in connection with 
railway and other companies established 
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and I only trust that it will be speedy 
as well as careful. 


I move the Second Reading with con. 
fidence, and with the earnest hope that 
we shall get it now and have the Bill in 
Committee immediately after Easter. If 
passed into law as it stands, and as it 
should be, it will remove a fruitful cause 
of ill-feeling and suspicion between em- 
It is, in my 


_ opinion, the minimum which the friendly 


or supported under statutory powers | 


given to such companies by their private 
Acts of Parliament. The measure before 


us would not, and could not, interfere | tne” 
| time. 


with any thrift funds or clubs which 
have received special Parliamentary 
sanction. If this is not clear it can 
easily be made clear. I would, however, 
remind the House that of recent years 
Parliament has very closely scrutinised 
private Bills and clauses in Bills seeking 
to establish shop clubs and thrift funds. 
The cases of the Wallasey Improve- 
ment Bill and the Great Eastern Railway 
Bill, to name only two, will be fresh in 
the minds of hon. Members. The 
principle of compulsion has not been 
eliminated, but it has been hedged round 
and made much more difficult of adop- 
tion. Parliament would not today 
allow its inclusion in any Bill un- 
less the fund were registered under 
the Friendly Societies Acts, and 
certain other conditions complied with, 
and this is the main principle which the 
Bill seeks to establish. Sir, I have 
endeavoured to show briefly what the 
objects of this modest and reasonable 
measure are, and to meet some of the 


arguments which may be advanced 
against it. The subject has been 
thoroughly threshed out by a Com- 


mittee, and the Bill, as | have said, is 
in accordance with the decision arrived 
at. I much regret that the Government 
did not see their way to introduce legis- 
lation themselves, and that the Bill has 
been exposed to the shoals and quick- 
sands which beset the course of a private 
measure. However, Ministers have 
promised their “ careful consideration,” 
Mujor Evans Gordon. 


societies can be fairly asked to accept, and 
if whittled down in Committee the Bill 
will be destroyed and an embittered 
controversy left open. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘“That the Bill be now read a second 


(12.30.) Mr. HARRY SAMUEL 
(Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) said it gave 
him very great pleasure to say a few 


| words in favour of the Bill, as it had been 


his pleasure to work for the principle on 
which it was founded for very many 
years. Those of them who had borne the 
brunt of the work might take consolation 
to themselves that at last the matter 
had come before Parliament, and he 
felt confident that the House would deal 
with it in the same _ broad - minded 
manner as it had hitherto dealt with 
such questions. The Bill was to a 
very large extent drawn on the lines oi 


the Report of the Departmental 
Committee, which was set up at his 
‘earnest solicitation of the Home 


Secretary and the Government, and 
in only one particular did it go a step 
further In Clause 1, Section C, it 
provided— 


‘*Tt shall be an offence under the Act if any 
employer shall make it aconditionofemployment 
that any workman, if already a member of 4 
registered friendly society, shall join a shop club 
or thrift fund if he is already a member of a 
registered friendly society assuring similar 
benefit or benefits which does not divide its 
funds.” 


Now, ,that particular point, really and 


truly acknowledged on behalf of those 


‘in charge of the Bill, held that a man 


should belongto some friendly society, and 
surely it was only right he should be free 
to choose the Society he preferred to Jom. 


|The Departmental Committee did not 
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see its way to go to the logical conclusion 
of the principles it laid down and carry 
out what was now proposed. There 
were many faults with these friendly 
societies. In some, men, when they left, 
lost all their benefits; in others they 
lost half; whilst in others, when out of 
employment, they had little or no voice 
in the friendly society which they had 
joined. He could not help thinking that 
when the whole matter came before the 
Committee they would find that this Bill 
dealt with conditions which could not be 
denied, and he was delighted to support 
the second reading of the Bill. 


*(12.34.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham): I do not rise to move the 
rejection of this Bill, but to point out 
that the Bill as it at present stands is not 
practicable, and that certain alterations 
must be made in Committee. If the 
House will allow me, I will briefly go 
heck to the origin of this Bill. It was 
owing to certain action taken some years 
ago by the London Wock Companies. 
Everyone will remember that there was a 
big strike some years ago. Prior to that 
strike, the Dock Companics were in the 
habit of employing the vast majority 
of their labour as casual labour ; 
but after the strike, in order to prevent 
its recurrence, they endeavoured to make 
their labour of a more permanent 
kind, and to establish friendly relations 
between the employer and the employed, 
and they made it a condition that their 
men should join a friendly society. So 
long as it was a condition that the men 
should join a friendly society, there was 
nothing said about compulsion. But the 
Dock Companies found that compelling 
the men to join a friendly society placed 
then in an invidious position — if 
any financial crisis occurred to the 
iriendly society, and thought it would be 
better to establish a friendly society of 
their own, the financial basis of which 
they knew to be sound. It was not 
wntil their friendly society was estab- 
lished that the outery of compulsion was 
raised. I do not wish to decry the great 
and good work which has been done 
for many years past by friendly societies, 
and | recognise that every encourage- 
ment should be given to them ; but, on 
the other hand, I am not prepared to 
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create a monopoly in their favour, and 
say that nobody should belong to any 
society other than a friendly society. 
If this Bill had been drawn on the Re- 
port of the Departmental Committee of 
1899, as my hon. and gallant friend said 
it had, I should have had nothing to say 


against it; but it is not drawn on 
that Report, and it differs in 
most vital particulars. That Com- 


mittee realised that it was absolutely 
essential, if there was to be an employer's 
shop elub, that the whole of the men 
should belong to it. That was laid down 
by the Departmental Committee, and 
the reason was evident. It would be 
impossible to give the benefits which 
under a properly-worked shop club 
accrue unless all the men belong to it, 
and it is also evident that there are some 
men who do not wish to belong to the 
employer's shop club or any other 
friendly society ; and if there was not an 
arrangement that every man _ should 
belong to them, there would not be any 
shop clubs at all. 


It is said that it should not be 
legal to compel a man to leave a 


friendly society to which he belongs, and 
everybody would agree with that ; and it 
would certainly be a mistake for an 
employer to impose such a condition on 
his employee. ‘The report of the Depart- 
mental Committee recognised that it 
should be in the power of the employer 
to make it a condition that his men 
should belong to a shop club—I! use 
the word “condition” because there 
is no compulsion for a man to accept 
service with anybody if the terms 
are not agreeable to him. The word 
“compulsion” is absolutely absurd. The 
ce mpulsion will come in this Act if 
this Bill is passed, because the employer 
will be compelled not to make what 
arrangements he likes with his men. 
The Committee provided that men sliould 
belong to shop clubs where certain con- 
ditions were carried out; that where 
any employer started a shop club and 
said his men must belong to it, it was 
the duty of the proprietor to see that his 
club was properly established on a sound 
financial basis, and was really beneficial 
to the men who joined. And I am pre- 
pared to go with the Bill in order to 
arrive at some understanding to that 
effect. I think the recommendation of the 


. 
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Departmental Committee was a proper 
one. The Departmental Committee said 
a shop club should be registered 
under the Fiiendly Societies Act; that 
it should be of a permanent character, 
affording benefits of a substantial kind 
at the cost of the employer in addition to 
the funds provided by the employees, and 
the conditions as a whole should be cal 
culated to be beneficial to the workmen. 
Those were good conditions, and they 
ought to be embodied in an Act of 
Parliament, and if that was done they 
could not harm the employers or em- 
ployed, But the provisions of this 
Bill are absolutely contrary to what 
was laid down by the Departmental 
Committee. The hoa. and_ gallant 
Member who introduced this Bill said 
that these shop clubs bound the em 
ployees, but that is what we want to do 
when we desire to avoid these strikes, 
which, while they do harm to the men, do 
infin itely greater harm to other people. 
There is one other point. The De 
partmental Committee did not inquir 
into the shop clubs established by 
railway companies, because tho-e clubs 
were carried out under statutory con- 
ditions. Lam not a lawyer, but L should 
think this Bill, if passed, would overrid: 
an Act which had been enacted pre 
viously. I hope it is not the intention 
of the promoters of the Bill to interfere 
with railway clubs, and, if it is found 
that this Bill does so, that they will 
insert provisions to prevent it. 


(12.45.) Sir ALBERT ROLLIT ([sling- 
ton, 8.): As having taken the chair at 
many mass meetings in support of the 
principles of the Bill, and as a litelong 
supporter ot friendly societies as among 
the saviours of the State, for which they 
effect great saving in rates and the like, 
and have moulded its national character. 
I desire to support this Bill. It is 
Satisfactory, at any rate, that one 
Member of the House should have 
stated tle objections which can be raised 
to this Bill, and it is still more satis 
factory that those objections have reduced 
themselves tosuch very small proportions. 
The first objection raised by the hon. 
Member for Peckham was that the Bill 
was not practicable. My experience is 


Bill, which means legislation, to be of g 
practical character, and he must excuse 
us if we venture to dffer from his 
isolated view. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W,) 
Not isolated. 


* 


sik ALBERT ROLLIT: Well, if 
there are two, we must beg leave 
to differ from both, and do our best 
to pass a Bill which we believe will 
be the means of remedying a. serious 
erievance felt by the very best of the 
working classes connected with the great 
iriendly societies. 


My hon. friend next said that shop clubs 
were the means of preventing strikes, 
Everybody must have echoed his opinion 
ikes, which are the cause of 

ering, diversion of trade, and so on, 
and it is most desirable, if possible, to 
put an end to such a state of industrial 
war. But even that good end must be 


attained by proper means, and L venture 


against sti 


to say that greater comity between 
employers and employed, more concilia 
tion, arbitration, and the like, are the 


means which naturally suggest themselves 





~ ? 
or that purpose. but, whatever 1s done 
towards coneiliation. the two parties 
must be in absolutely equal posltlons, 


ane to hance ap one hy pleat ing him in 


the posit ion that be must either submit 
to coercion upon a point which alfects the 
value of his own personal labour, or 
forfeit the accrued benefit which he hin- 
self has paid for in a shop club fund, is 
most unjust and unequal, My hon. friend 
voes further, and says it is desirable that 
ber yple should be locally connect ed closely 
vith their labour, but I think a_ better 
ind more important principle, at this 
stage of our industrial life, is that there 
hould be a perfect right of mobility ot 
iabour, having regard to migrations ol 
ivade and industry. Attachment to 4 
particular place, guaranteed by unjust 
conditions, takes us back to the Middle 
\ves, to the times of serfdom and ot 
vilieins attached to the soil, but it is 
absolutely inconsistent with the freedom 
of labour in the twentieth century. 


Then the hon. Member said that when 
large employers who have shop clubs 


that my hon. friend never admits any| made the condition that their employees 


Mr. Bunbury. 
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ould join the friendly societies, no 
objection was taken. [ objected to that 
in principle, and | object now. The 
very principle of the friendly societies 


has been their absolutely voluntary 
character, and their growth has been 


identified with perfect freedom. They 
have emanated from the working classes 
themselves, who, under great difficulties, 
yithout at times being able to clearly see 
their way, actuarially or otherwise, have 
produced the most splendid voluntary 
result which probably marks the last 
century. Individual and collective free- 
dom of action have been the pivots of this 
success, and I personally take exception 
tothe principle that an employer should 
ay “You must join a friendly society.” 
In this country we do not like the 
vord “ must,”’ we prefer “ may”; and the 
great objection to the shop club system 
which has been in vogue has been its com- 
pulsory character. My hon. friend said 
that the Departmental Committeeallowed 
that, under certain circumstances, there 
should be a right of compulsion to join 
these shop clubs. We do not object to 
the shop clubs so long as they are 
voluntary and have reasonable conditions 
attaching tothem. But we say that some 
of the conditions have been most unjust 
and unreasonable. My hon. friend 
himself objects to the monstrous 
condition that a man, as a condition 
of obtaining employment, should be 
compelled to leave the friendly society 
of which he has been a member for 
perhaps three-fourths of his life, and to 
renounce all his benefits therein, to 
say nothing of the social breach in the 
links of life, his and his 
iriends. By that admission he justifies 
the introduction of this Bill. 


associates, 


Mr. BANBURY: I was not defending 
the present position of affairs. I said 
there ought to be some alteration, but 
tha the alteration proposed in the Bill 
required safeguarding. 


*Sik ALBERT ROLLIT: In saying 
that, my hon. friend justifies this Bill, 
because it is for the purpose of putting 
an end to that state of affairs. Then 
my hon. friend said there was no obliga- 
tion to accept employment, and there- 
fore it might be made conditional. 
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In far too many instances there 
is the greatest obligation to accept 


any employment that can be obtained. 
To to a man under such a 
temptation that he shall accept an 
admittedly unjust condition is duress 
of a serious character, and the object of 
the Bill is to put an end to such duress. 
My hon. friend also said that registration 
of a society would redeem its character. I 
will quote what the Registrar himself says 
about the present position of these 
societies, 


say 


Mr. BANBURY: I did not say regis- 
tration alone; | said registration with 
such safeguards. 


*sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Very well, I 
am going to quote the opinion of the 
Registrar, who will have to consider the 
safeguards. As to the existing position, 
he says 

‘* There are, as far as he knows, scarcely any, 
if any, shop clubs now in existence that could 
have a certificate under the Act, with the sife- 
yuards suggeste!, without very large modilfica- 
tions in favour of the workmen.” 


Therefore, the tribunal to which, by 
accepting registration, my hon. friend 
would be taken is one which, in advance, 
condemns the existing system as unjust 
to the employees. 


I should like to enforce 
positions in favour of the Bill. Through- 
out the friendly society movement, 
though it has always been voluntary, the 
Legislature has always claimed the right 
to come in and regulate the interests of 
those concerned. The Act of 1875 and 
others enforce that view. But the main 
precedent for this Bill is, I think, the 
Compensation to Workmen Act. The 
conditions attached to shop clubs for 
compensation purposes under that Act are 
almost exactly the same as are proposed 
to beattached under the Bill to a benefit 
society in connection with a shop. In 
the debates on the Employers and Work- 
men Act, and the Compensation Act, 
strong objection was taken to the perman- 
ence of these shop clubs for compensation 
purposes, and the only condition on which 
they were allowed to subsist was con- 
formity to certain conditions, and I would 
like to read one of those conditions, which 


two pro- 








1115 


absolutely justifies the present Bill, and 
affords a precedent exactly}in point. Sub- 
section 3 of Seetion 3 of the Compensation 
to Workmen Act says- 


Shop Clubs 


“ No scheme shall be so certified ”’— 


that is, for a shop club for compensation 
purposes— 
“which contains an obligation up on the work- 


men to join the scheme as a condition of their 
employment.” 


That is practically the whole principle of 
this Bill. It is to be hoped that all that is 
good in the shop clubs will be maintained 
under proper and beneficial conditions, 
with free choice and fair benefit and 
good and independent administration, 
but that an end will be put to a state of 
things which has been condemned almost 
universally among the working classes, 
and unanimously by the representatives 
of the friendly societies, by this Act 
being placed on the Statute-book, so that 
the great voluntary principle of our 
friendly societies may be maintained, and 
that they may be protected against both 
injury and injustice, and that public 
policy which condemns restraint of trade. 


(12.58.) Sim EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.): I hope I may be 
allowed to speak in order to show that this 
side of the House, as well as the other, sup- 
ports this Bill very strongly indeed. The 
hon. Member for South Islington said that 
the hon. Member for Peckham opposed 
all legislation. That is not exactly the case. 
There is this qualification. The hon. 
Member opposes all legislation which is 
not supported by His Majesty’s Govern 
ment. Perhaps before the end of 
the debate we shall have from the 
Treasury Bench a speech hea:tily in 
favour of the Bill, and then no doubt 


the hon. Member will withdraw his 
opposition and cordially support the 
measure. The hon. Member said the 


Bill was not workable, but he did not 
say how it was not workable. The 
argument of the hon. Member for 
Peckham in regard to the East Indi, 
Dock Company showed that friendly 
societies recognised free competition in 
this matter. On the other hand, the 
friendly societies very rightly and pro 


perly objected to dictation in this matter 


and if this particular Company were 


Sir A lbert Lollit, 
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allowed to go on, other employers would 
be tempted to set up these close corpora 
tions. It is perfectly true that working 
men are not free agents in this matter, 
and they have to accept conditions which 
they would not otherwise accept simply 
because it is a question of getting work, 
or no work at all and starvation. Very 
often this would necessitate a man 
giving up work in a particular locality 
where he has lived all his life. There 
are other sentimental arguments which 
act very strongly in working men’s lives, 
just as in our own. But even this Bill 
provides that employers may compel 
men to join a thrift society if they do 
not belong to a friendly society, under 
certain conditions, and provided that 
society is a good and sound one. But 
that is only carrying out a principle 
which has been conceded by this House 
in a large number of private Bills. The 
Friendly Societies Clause has been intro- 
duced into Railway Bills, into the 
Manchester Ship Canal Bil!, and other 


Bills The question was fought 
out in this House, and it was 


decided that Corporations and Urban 
District Councils, if they wished to make 
their men join thrift funds, should in- 
sert proper provisions preventing undue 
influence and containing a _ provision 
that the men should have some control 
over these societies. The hon. Member 
for Peckham said this provision might 
affect the railway companies. I do not 
know whether the hon. Member is a 
railway director or not, but I wish to 
point out to the House that railway 
companies, as far as we are aware, do not 
seem to object to this proposal, because 
last session the Great Eastern Railway 
Company took additional powers in regard 
to their railway men. I had some 
negotiations with the Company, and they 
aceepted most willingly and approved of 
the principle of my Friendly Society 
Clause. 1 will read a few words which 
show that the Company do not object to 
this. A clause in this Company's Act 
provides that 


“The directors of the Company shall not 
exercise the powers conferred upon them by 
this section in respect of any society until it 
has been registered by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies under the Friendly Societies Act.” 


This shows that railway companies admit 
that provision, There is a still more 
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important item in Sub-section D, which 
provides— 


“Notwithstanding anything contained in 
any rules of the Company, it shall not be ecom- 

ulsory for any servant of the Company to 
pret a member of this society.” 


That is very strong evidence indeed, and 
it shows that the Great Eastern Railway 
Company is ready to admit the principle 
of absolute freedom for its servants, 
whether they join this thrift fund or net. 
I shall be very much surprised if any 
director of a railway company says that 
what is good enough for the Great 
Eastern Railway Company is not good 
enough for them. We should remember 
that, although this Bill has been opposed 
by the hon. Member for Peckham, he 
has not ventured to say that he 
comes here representing any large number 
of employers, or even thousands or 
hundreds of thousands of employees. 
We ore able to say that we represent 
over 3,500,000 of the cream of 
working men of this country, who through 
their friendly societies declare that this 
Bill is a good one, and they ask this 
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men, and the great aim of these societies 
is to do away with the necessity of “ going 
round with the hat.” It is necessary that 
workmen should belong to some friendly 
society. I include shop clubs, because I 
think they have been very friendly to 
working men, and were in existence long 
before friendly societies had obtained the 
proportions or were managed as well as 
well as they are now. We are all glad to 
see friendly societies growing, not only 
in numbers but in solvency, and we must 
be careful that, in a moment of 
philanthropic enthusiasm, we do not pass 
a Bill for the benefit of a certain number 
of extreme cases which will do widespread 
harm to societies which are doing very 
good and beneficial work to the working 
classes of this country. That is the point 


_which I feel is somewhat in danger in a 
the | 


Bill like this. If the Bill had been confined 


| to the report of the Committee alluded to, 


House and hon. Members who believe in | 


friendly societies to support this Bill 
unanimously and give it a Second Read- 
ing today. 


(1.8.) Mr. J. W. 
cestershire, N.): 1 wish to say a few 
words from the point of view of many 
of the existing thrift clubs outside the 
friendly societies. Thousands of thous- 
ands of working men are subscribing to 
societies which confer very great benefits 
upon them, and which they wish to con- 


tinue, and which may be endangered by | 


certain provisions under this Bill, and 
which, I think, may be altered with 
advantage in Committee. We should all 
agree, in the first place, that if every 
working man belonged to a_ friendly 
society there would be no need of outside 
societies, but every practical employer of 
labour must know that he cannot afford 
to employ a man who does not belong to 
a friendly or thrift society. With the 
work-people at large you will find 
that the thing most repugnant to 
them is to constantly, and without 
notice, have calls made upon them, 
as they inevitably must in many 
cases where there are a large body of 
men not belonging to any society. Very 
often the hat has to go round for work- 
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WILSON (Wor- | 


it would have gone through after twelve 
o'clock at night. We should all agree 
that an employer has no business to stop 
a man joining a friendly society, and 


| make it a condition that he should not 


belong to one. This Act makes it an 


offence if an employer shall make it a 





condition of employment— 


‘* That any workman shall join a shop club or 
thrift fund if he is already a member of a 
registered friendly society, assuring similar 
benetit or benefits, which does not divide its 
funds.” 

I think that requires very careful con- 
sideration. What is the danger if it is 
entirely optional? The danger is, that 
a great many societies that have been 
started’ in connection with works —I 
speak for one in my own constituency, 
which was started some forty-five years 
ago, when friendly societies had not got 
the hold they have now; and in this 
case the ,body of the workmen came to 
the employers and asked them to make 
it a condition that members joining the 
works permanently should be members 
of this society, and for forty-five years 
this rule has, been enforced. The men 
themselves manage that club, and the 
employers have had nothing to do with it ; 
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and are we to go to these men, who have | 


contributed to the funds for thirty or 
forty years, and tell them that the tund 
I say that 
would be a hardship upon the members 


is going to be withdrawn ”? 
of this society. ‘This is a concrete case, 
which, I think, is more worth mention- 
ing than a vague and general statement. 
Where these societies are managed ex- 
the 
not be 
Many of them are of a_per- 


clusively by 
should 
Bill. 
manent 
The 
clubs, 


workpeople, 
excluded under the 
are not. 


nature, and others 


Committee calls them _ slate 


but 


hag 


considering the meaning 


which been given to the word 
‘slate ” recently, I had better call them by 
some other name, for it might be mis- 
understood. Slate clubs, I 
that the contribute 


sufficient to meet sick payments or 


suppose, 
mean members 

Therefore I should 
like in this Bill, when it comes to be con- 


funeral expenses. 
sidered in Committee, to see that such 
boni file workmen’s clubs, especially those 
which have been in existence for a 
number of years, should not be hastily 
The 


representative of the friendly societies 


set aside by legislation of this sort. 


stated in evidence that if he were a 
he should 
hesitate about employing a man who 


large employer of labour 


was not insured against sickness. 
The workmen can be, and will be, got 
round where the employers or managers 
determine to get round them. How is 
the works manager to know whether it 
is the intention of a man to join the 
club ¢ If an employee does not join, some 
fellow workman will find it out, and I 
think Parliament should hesitate before | 


passing such a drastic compulsory clause. | 


I do not speak today as opposing this | 


Bill in toto, by any means, but only as|trar of 


Mr. J. W. Wilson. 
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one who wishes to see provisions inserted 


for the protection of those societies which 
are doing good and useful work in the 
country. 


(1.16.) THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. Jesse CoLiines, Birmingham, Bor- 
desley): Perhaps it would be for the con- 
venience of the House that I should say a 
few words now to show the attitude of 
the Government with regard to this Bill. 
There appears to be no division of opinion 
as to the principle of the Bill, and the 
Government will offer no opposition to 
the Second Reading, for the reason that 
the main provisions of the Bill are in 
accordance with the findings of the De- 
partmental Committee ; but it must be 
distinctly understood that Amendments 
will be necessary—Amendments which 
we think are for the interest not only 
of the workmen, but of the friendly 
I followed with 
speeches of the mover 


societies themselves. 
interest the 
and seconder of the Motion for the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and I 
think what they had to say was very 
moderate. While 
defects in the Bill, it is, on the whole, 


there are some 
on the lines of the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee, and 
the 


have been 


If the Bill 


had been like those speeches, it would 


altogether speeches 


extremely to the point. 


have closely followed the lines of the 
recommendations of the Committee, but 
the recom- 
On that 


the Bill does go beyond 
mendations of the Committee. 
Committee there was Mr. Justice Cozens- 
Hardy, a very able man, as we all know ; 
and they had also the advantage of the 
assistance of Mr. Brabrook, Chief Regis- 
whose 


Friendly Societies, 
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knowledge of this subject and of cognate 
subjects is unrivalled. It was a 
pleasure to hear the manner in which 
he could place before the Com- 
mittee the pros and of this 
question. Of course the Committee did 


not, as [ hope, indeed I am sure, the House 


cons 


will not, enter into the claims of rival 
societies and parties. They will consider 
what is best for the working men them- 
selves. We must remember that we are 
dealing with grown-up men, and that, in 
our anxiety to prevent abuse, a matter on 
which we are all agreed, we must also be 
careful that we do not inadvertently put 
a bar to their progress in the direction of 
thrift. 
employers wishing to have as employees 


The arguments in favour of the 


other than a thriftless body of men 
semed to the Committee to be unanswer- 
able. What my hon. friend said about 
sending round the hat is perfectly true. 
But it was recognised by the Committee, 
and I believe it is recognised by every- 
one who knows anything about these 
dubs, that the only way to secure full 
advantage to habits of thrift is to ex. 
If there 
are (00 men, it is necessary that all for 
each, and each for all, should participate 


tend the area of contribution. 


inthe advantages of the employment as 
a whole. My hon. friend the Member 
ior North Worcestershire described a 
cub which he knew very well, but his 
modesty did not permit him to say that 
it was in his own works. It is a club 
which would be a credit to any Member, 
It has enormous advantages. I know 
it very well, and I know that it is 
valued. For a few pence per week the 
members get enormous advantages, such 
’ no other society could give. When a 
member dies, the club gives £10 to his 
family, and the firm supplements that 


by other £10. The club has solved the 
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question of midwives. Whenevera mem- 
ber’s wife is ill, the club supplies not 
only the doctor but the attendance, and 
there area lot of other advantages which 
the members get for the few pence they 
pey per week. 1 think that everyone in 
this House would wish that such liberal 
firms should be encouraged, and that 
such clubs should exist. 


with many 
habit, and 
there is evidence to show, as every- 
body knows, that if, inthe case of a young 
man, it is made a condition of employment 
that he shall join a society, he becomes a 
thrifty man, and but for that process he 
would probably have become a thriftless 
man, so that it is for the benefit of 
friendly societies that the habit of thrift 
I have lettersfrom 


with thrift as 


things: it is a 


It is 
other 


should be inculeated. 
the heads of friendly societies, which I 
shall not trouble the House by read- 


ing, in which they state that they 


have no _ objection to its beng 
made a condition of employment 
that a man should be in some club, 


and that there was no difficulty in the 
matter. As long as the Docks Com- 
mittee compelled their men to join a 
friendly society there was never a word 
said about it. 
formed a friendly society of their own, 


It was only when they 


with superior advantages, in consequence 
of the liberality of the emplovers, be- 
yond those which an outside society 
could give, that this objection to com- 
pulsion was raised. [I am bound to say, 
iu justice to the Joint Committee of 
the India Docks and the London Docks, 
in view of some of the hard things 
that have been said, that the evidence 
before the Departmental Committee was 
that they were a band of the most liberal 


employers in existence. They guaranteed 
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four per cent. on all the friendly society's | 


investments, and they have actually given 


half wages as a contribution where men | 


were on sick leave, in addition to all the 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 


1124 
Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I am speak. 


| ing of the only communication we have had 


from the National Conference of Friendly 


| Societies in 1901. 


advantages they got from their friendly | 


society. 
fortunate rule, which has given rise to all 


this difficulty, that the men should leave | 


any other friendly societies to which they 
happened to belong. 
prevent the duplicating of relief, with 
respect to which members of friendly 
societies know there are great difficulties. 
Some societies actually have a rule that 
their members shall not belong to more 
than one other societv. They are com- 
pelled to do that for the purpose of dealing 
with the question of malingering. I must 
say that this condition of compelling men 
to leave any other society did not seem to 
be a general one. 
other instance brought before the Com- 
mittee. That ought to be prevented, 
and this Bill does prevent it. But the 
Bill goes beyond what the friendly societies 
themselves want in one or two particulars, 
and they have sent to the Home Office 
the draft of a Bill, which I have here. 
It was accompanied by a letter stating 
that the 
annual conference in March, 


sill was agreed to at their 
1901. It 
agrees exactly with the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee, with 
one exception—that is to say, that the 


Of course, they added the un- | 


The object was to | 


In fact, there was no’ 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY : That is 


a year old. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : It is the last 
we have. I mention this, not in any antago- 
nistic spirit, but to show that when the 
Bill gets into Committee it will require 
certain Amendments, which will make it a 
good working one, on the lines of what 
the friendly societies want. Amendments 
in the direction of the Report of the Com- 
will the 


recommendations of the Committee are 


mittee be introduced. If 
carried out, bad shop clubs will be done 
away with, and the others which remain 
will come up to astandard of efficiency. I 
do not knowany Member of the House who 
wants to do away with good shop clubs. 
At any rate, the Departmental Committee 
did not. I do not go into the details of 
the Bill, because I think I have made it 
clear that there is no opposition to the 
Bill on the part of the Government, but 
that there will be Amendments proposed 
to effect improvements in many ways and 


to make it a workable measure. 


people employed shall be practically unani- , 


mous in desiring the establishment of | 
That is the only thing that | 


a shop club. 
they have put in extra. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY : I think 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to be 
aware tLat a conference has lately unani- 
mously approved of the Bill now before 


the House. 
Mr. Jesse Collings. 


Bill read a second time and committed 


to the Standing Committee on Trade, ec. 


| 
| 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of March 25th, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 


| 


| the House without Question put. 
| Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before 


| Two o’clock, till Monday, April 7th. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 7th April, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


THECHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 

House of the unavoidable absence of the 

Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Member 


KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
‘ead the third time and passed. 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BILL. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
: As amended, considered; to be read 
> the third time. 


licates revision by the 


CATERHAM AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[Lorps]. 


> Read a second time, and committed. 
> DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


> LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


: NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


woh tn 


revel 


7] 


VETO 2AC€ 


? TYNE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lorps]. 
WREXHAM WATER BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


COMMISSION 


at the 


PETITIONS. 
LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
< Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
‘ ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


Asterisk (*) 


in 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES | 
AND RATING BILL. 
Petitions infavour: From Tottenham 
and Shoreditch ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Hanley ; 
Capel; High Wycombe; Islington ; 
Staplecross; Malton; Liverpool; Oak- 
ham; London (five); Chelmsford; 
Wandsworth; Tipton; Leigh; Salford; | 
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Ratcliffe (two); Cambridge;  Llan- 
-dudno; Bromley; Salisbury (two); 


Saddleworth ; Andover ; Reading ; Roch- 


dale; and Tunstal; to lie upon the 
Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS 


SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Shoreditch, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL, 


Petition from Hertford, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL, 


Petition from Hammersmith, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour; 

(two) and Montrose; 

Table. 


from Dundee 
to lie upon the 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petitions for legislation : From Hanley 
and Exeter ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petitions against : From South Shields: 
Salford; Malton; Oystermouth ; Whis- 
ton; Norton; Handsworth ; and Gates- 
head ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Beeston 


and Sittingbourne; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 
The following Papers, presented by 
Command of His Majesty during the 


Easter recess, were delivered to the 
Librarian of the House of Commons 


‘during the recess, pursuant to the 
‘Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896. 

1, Trade Reports (Annual Series).— 
Copies of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual 
Series, Nos. 2755 and 2756. 

2T 








Returns, 


to 
. 


Copy of Treaty between the 


United Kingdom and Belgium , 


surrender of 
Signed at 


for the mutual 
fugitive criminals. 
3russels, 29th 
Ratifications exchanged at 
Brussels, 6th December, 1901. 


3. Treaty Series (No. 8, 1902).—| 


Copy of Agreement between the 
United Kingdom and Germany 
relative to the boundary of the 
British and German Spheres of 
Interest between Lakes Nyasa 
and Tanganyika. Signed at 
Berlin, 23rd February, 1901. 

t. Locomotives in Egypt (Com- 
mercial, No. 1, 1902).—Copy of 
Correspondence respecting the 
Comparative Merits of British, 
Belgian, and American Loco- 
motives in Egypt. 

‘ishery Board (Scotland).—Copy 
of Twentieth Annual Report of 
the Fishery Board for Scotland, 
heing for the year 1901, Part I, 
General Report. 


ce 
— 


6. Local Government Board (Scot- 
land).—Copy of Seventh Annual 
Report of the Local Government 
Board for Scotland, 1901. 
Congested Districts (Scot!and) 
Act, 1897. -- Copy of Fourth 
Report to the Secretary for 
Scotlandof theConjested Districts 
(Scotland) Board. 

x. Explosions (Nobel’s Factory at 
Perranporth, Cornwall).—Copy 
of Report to the right Hon. 
the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department by Major A. 
Cooper-Key, His  Majesty’s 
Inspector of Explosives, on the 
circumstances attending an 
explosion of partly manufactured 
blasting gelatine which occurred 
on the 16th January, 1902, at the 
factory of Nobel’s Explosives 
Company, Limited, at Perron- 
porth, Cornwall. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Ac- 
counts ot the University of Glasgow for 
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Treaty Series (No. 7, 1902).—' 


October, 1901. | 
|Report by the University 
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the year ending 30th September, 1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 123.] 


UNIVERSITY OF ST. ANDREW’S. 
Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Court of 
the University of St. Andrew's for the 
year 1900-1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 124.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(SUPPLEMENTARY SPECIAL RULES 
FOR THE MANUFACTURE — OF 
EARTHENWARE AND CHINA). 
Copy presented, of Draft Supple. 

mentary Special Rules for the Manu- 
facture of Earthenware and China 
which may be proposed by Manv- 
factures giving certain wuadertakings 
as to the use of lead, ete. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDL- 
TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Eliza Hudson, a convict under detention 
in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to 
be at large on condition that she enter 
the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
EXCEPTIONS FROM PRO- 
RESPECTING LIMEWASH- 


FACTORY 
(SPECIAL 
VISIONS 
ING, ETC.) 
Copy presented, of Order dated 26th 

March, 1902, made by the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department in 

pursuance of Section 1, Sub-section (4), 

of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 

|granting special exceptions from the 
provisions respecting limewashing, ete., 
in the case of electric generating works 
and frame dressing rooms of lace 
factories or lace warehouses under cer- 
tain conditions [by Act]; to lie upon the 


| Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 

ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of all loans 
raised in England, chargeable on the 
‘revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending 
|on the 31st March, 1902 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 125.] 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of pro- 
ceedings during the months of January 
and February, 1902 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


(Juestions. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
approving of Rules made by the General 
Prisons Board for Ireland for the 
government of ordinary prisons [by Act] ; 
tolie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account presented, of all moneys 
weeived and of the disposal thereof, and 
of all contracts for the grant of deferred 
life annuities and for payments on death 
made during the year 1901 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 126.) 


CROWN'S NOMINEE ACCOUNT 

Abstract Account presented, of receipts 
and payments of the Treasury Solicitor, 
inthe year ended 31st December, 1901, 
inthe administration of estates on be- 
half of the Crown, and alphabetical list 
of intestates’ estates, in respect of which 
letters of Administration were granted 
to the Treasury Solicitor as Crown’s 
Nominee, and of other cases (partial 
intestacies, ete.) in which accounts were 
opened in the books of the Treasury 
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NAVY (ARREARS OF SHIPBUILDING). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee appointed to inquire into 
the arrears of shipbuilding [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


(Questions. 


(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Peace Negotiations 
—The Budget. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY 
Burghs): | desire to ask _ the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he has anything to tell the House 
as to the proceedings commonly 
known as the peace negotiations in the 
Transvaal; and, secondly, whether he is 
able to tell us whether the Budget stands 
for Thursday next. 


(Montrose 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.): 
I am afraid that in neither of these 
points am I in a position to give any 
information at the present time. With 
regard to business, I shall be able to 
make a statement tomorrow, if the 
right hon. Gentleman will put his Ques- 
tion again. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Do the Rules of Procedure stand for 
tomorrow ? 





Solicitor in the same year, in respect 


di moneys received by him as Crown’s | 


Nominee [by Act]; to 


lie upon the | 
Table, and to be printed. 


(No. 127.) | 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (ARMY VOTES). 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
lated 5th April, 1902, under the 
Appropriation Act, 1901, authorising 
the temporary application of sur pluses | 
m certain Army Votes for the year 
1101-1902, to meet excesses on certain 
ther Army Votes for the same year 
pursuant to Resolution of the House of 
th March, 1879]; to lie upon the 
able, and to be printed. (No. 128.) 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Ponsa r Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 


‘37 to 2759 [by Command]; to lie | 
pon the Table. 





1 beg 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 

Spion Kop Despatches. 
NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War whether he will now lay upon the 
Table the despatches of Lord Roberts 


Mr. 


| and Sir Redvers Buller concerning the 


operations of Spion Kop. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): In view of the statements which 
have been made public from a responsible 
source with respect to these despatches 
and the misapprehension which appears 
to exist, I propose to lay on the Table 
all the Papers accompanying Lord 
Roberts’s despatch relating to Spion 
Kop which were forwarded to the War 


+ Office. 


2T2 
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Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 
Molton): May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he will withdraw 
his order forbidding General Buller to 
publish the Papers relating to operations 
in Natal ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: Certainly not, Sir. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
will also give among those Papers any 
despatch not hitherto published of Sir 


Charles Warren’s relating to those 
operations ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know 
what the hon. Gentleman means by 
‘‘despatch.”” Such reports as were 


forwarded to Lord Roberts in connection 
with Spion Kop, and by him forwarded 
to the War Office, by whomsoever they 
were sent, will be published. 


Lichfield Prison—Shot Drill. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I beg toask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the penalty of 
shot drill, which was abolished since 
April, 1899, inthe Army, has been 
inflicted on prisoners in the military 
cells at Lichfield up till 17th February 
last ; and will he state what explanations, 
if any, have the War Office authorities 
to give with reference to this circum- 
stance, and on whom does the responsi- 
bility lie. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The officer re- 
sponsible for the circumstance referred 
to is the officer commanding the Regi- 
mental District at Lichfield) The 
necessary action is being taken, and a 
full investigation has been called for. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this bar- 
barous practice of shot drill was in use | 


at this prison until 17th February last ? | 
| 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


right hon. Gentleman has said he has 
given all the information he has. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I will put 
a further Question down for tomorrow, 


Army Service in India. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
will state what is meant in a recent 
order by the Commander in Chief jn 
India by the dates 13} and 20} years 
service, and what number of men ar 
thus serving in India beyond the terns 
of their engagement. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ro 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The terms of engagement 
referred to are twelve years and twenty- 
one years respectively. To these terms 
one year is added under Section 87 oj 
the Army Act, and the men have then 
to be discharged with all convenient 
speed, which has been interpreted by 
the War Office to be within three 
months. I am not aware that there 
are any cases in which men are serving 
beyond the terms of their engagement 
as thus explained. 


H.M. Navy and Wireless Telegraphy. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
will state what total amount has been 
paid for the use of the Marconi system 
of wireless telegraphy and the purchase 
of instruments; upon how many ships 


‘this system was installed; upon how 
/many ships it is now in use, and upon 


how many ships a different system of 


wireless telegraphy is in use. 


Tue SECRETARY 1o tue AD: 


-MIRALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Be: 


fast, W.): In the opinion of the Board 
of Admiralty, no public purpose will 
served by supplying the details asked 
for in the hon. Member’s Question, and 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say up to| I regret, therefore, that I am not in’ 
what date, but investigation is being pos.tion to furnish them. 


made. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then I} 
will ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether—— 


British Merchants and Japanese 
Taxation. 


Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask th 
Under Secretary of State for Foreigt 
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The 1133 Questions. 

e has § Affairs whether he is aware that the 
Japanese authorities have forcibly dis- 
trained upon the property of British 

ill put #hankers and merchants in Japan for 

ow. payment of land tax, and that the 
Japanese Government offered to submit 
the propriety of these payments to 

-ester. arbitration, and to refund any amounts 

sk the paid by British subjects under protest 

her he @u the arbitration should justify their 
recent protest ; whether His Majesty’s Minister 

‘ief in @in Japan advised British subjects not to 

vears @accept this offer, but to refuse payment ; 
on are @and if he can state for what reason this 

terms advice was given. 
*TrweE UNDER SECRETARY or 

E roR@svATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

Middle- @ ford CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 

ement Bray for which the Japanese Govern- 

went! @ ment have distrained is the house 
terms § tax, which, they maintain, is leviable 

87 of Hupon buildings standing on land held 

e then i hy foreigners under perpetual leases. 

yement @ 4; the result of representations made 

ted by Hon the subject to the Japanese Govern- 
three # ment, it was decided to refer the 
there J question to arbitration. The Japanese 
serving @ Government, however, thought it neces- 
gement @ ary that. pending the final determina- 

tion of the matter, the law should take 

its course. In these circumstances, 
aphy. @Sir C. MacDonald could not, without 
isk the possibly prejudicing the interests of 
cher he @ British subjects, alter the instructions 
is beenfwhich he had already given to His! 














Majesty's Consuls —to the effect that 
British subjects should be advised to 
fy the tax, certifying at the same 
time that they were obliged to pay 
inder threats of distraint. Sir C. 
MacDonald has always been in favour 
ot submitting the question to arbitra- 
tion, 


system 
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y ships 
m how 
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stem of 
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cr, Be-™§ Split Duties in the London Postal 

e Board Service. 

> will bf Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
s asked! beg to ask the Secretary to the 
ion, and Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 











General, whether he is aware that, as a 
result of the recent revision in the inland 
*etion of the London postal service, 
lour duties which for the past twenty- 
ix years have been performed by over- 
seers are now to be performed by lobby 
ificers; and whether, seeing the re- 
sponsible nature of these tick duties, 


ot in 


nese 


ask th 
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he will reconsider the matter with a 
view to retaining overseers on them. 


Questions. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is aware of the circum- 
stances mentioned, but as the duties 
in question are such as can properly 
be performed by lobby officers, he is 
not prepared to depart from the decision 
arrived at. He has sanctioned a large 
addition to the number of overseerships. 


London Postal Service—Overseer Class. 

CaptaINn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he will state the number of sorters who 
have acted as overseers in the circulation 
office of the London postal service 
during the last two years, the maximum 
time served in this capacity during the 
same period, the number of vacancies 
on the overseers’ class, and the length 
of time these vacancies have existed ; 
and if the Postmaster General will at 
once take steps to fill up all existing 
vacancies and ante-date the appoint- 


ments from the time they became 
vacant. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Sixty-eight sorters have acted as over- 
seers for longer or shorter periods during 
the past two years. One has been act- 
ing as an overseer for practically the 
whole of this time, that is to say, with 
short breaks. The only appointments 
now vacant are those sanctioned under 
a recent revision of the office, and steps 
are being taken to fill them at once. 
The appointments will, according to 
rule, date from the day upon which 
they are made by the Postmaster 
General. 


Irish Valuation Committee. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will say when he will appoint the Com- 
mittee on Valuations. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND(Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): At the request of my right hon. 
friend, I will reply to this Question. If 


the hon. Member, now that we have the 
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Report on valuation in Ireland before 
us, still wishes for a Committee, it will 
be necessary to decide on the points 
which may be held to require further 
investigation. Should it be thought 
desirable to confine this inquiry to the 
valuation of licences, a small Committee 
might be appointed forthwith. If, on 
the other hand, a larger reference is con- 
sidered expedient, it would, I submit, be 
better to await the second Report of the 
Commission on local taxation, which 
will be published in a few days. 


Conolly Estate, Ballyshannon. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that ejectment notices have been 
served by the receiver under the Land 
Judge upon the tenants of the Conolly 
estate, Ballyshannon, who are about to 
become purchasers of their holdings 
under the 40th section of the Irish 
Land Act of 1896, the Land Judge 
having requested the Land Commission 
upwards of a year ago to have the estate 
valued, with a view to the sale thereof 
to the tenants, and the valuation being 
now almost complete; whether he is 
aware that in the case of some of these 
tenants, who served, upwards of two 
years ago, originating notices for the 
fixing of fair rents, the hearing of their 
applications has been postponed at 
the request of the estate solicitor, on 
the ground that the fixing of fair rents 
would delay the sale to the tenants, and 
that in the case of other tenants the 
receiver has discouraged the serving of 
originating notices ; and whether, having 
regard to the opposition by the receiver 
and solicitor of the estate to the hearing 
of applications for the fixing of fair rents 
or the issuing of originating notices on 
the part of the tenants for this purpose, 
any measures can be taken to expedite 
the sale to the tenants of this estate, and 
while that sale is pending to stay eject- 
ment proceedings against them. 


Mr. ATKINSON: [am informed that 
after the Land Judge had issued his 
request for an inspection of this estate, 
pursuant to the 40th section, thetenants, 
with a few exceptions only, withheld 
payment of their rents. ‘The receiver, in 
eonsequence, was obliged to serve notices 
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in ejectment. The pendency of pro- 
ceedings under the 40th section affords 
no justification for suspension of the 


| payment of rent, and if rent is withheld, 


as in the present instance, then steps 
must necessarily be taken to enforce 
payment. Both the receiver and the 
solicitors having carriage of the sale 
repudiate the statement that they have 
discouraged or opposed the issue of origi- 
nating notices to fix fair rents. As a 
matter of fact, a large number of such 
notices have been served. 


Irish Land Commission and Fair Rent 
Applications. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that a few years ago a rule was adopted 
by the Land Commission whereby 
applications for the fixing of fair rents 
were postponed in cases in which 
negotiations for sale and purchase were 
pending at the same time; whether he 
is aware that in some of the cases re- 
ferred to two years and upwards have 
elapsed since the applications for fixing 
fair rents were postponed under the rule 
mentioned; and whether, seeing that 
under the present procedure, in the case 
of sale and purchase transactions, under 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896, some years 
must elapse, he proposes to adopt some 
means whereby the tenants concerned 
will not be deprived during the inter- 
vening period of the benefits of the 
rent-fixing clause of the Irish Land 
Acts. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No such rule has 
been made by the Land Commission. 
In cases, however, where applications to 
fix fair rents have been lodged, and in 
which agreements for purchase, signed 
by landlord and tenants, are subsequently 
received, it is the practice of the Com- 
missioners to strike out the former, with 
liberty to the parties to apply to have 
the applications reinstated, in the event 
of the purchase proceedings falling 
through. Where the purchase proceed: 
ings arise in respect of estates at- 
ministered by the Land Judge's Court, 
the fair rent applications are only stayed 
by order of that Court. Should the 
sale go off in all such cases, and the 
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rent be fixed, the rent so fixed will, | 
under the Statute, commence to run | 
from the gale day next succeeding the | 
date of the application, due credit being | 
given for anything paid in excess. The 
tenant, therefore, is fully protected, and | 
no change is necessary, such as| 


suggested at the conclusion of the 
Question. 

Queen Anne’s Bounty. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- | 


gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the Governors of 
Queen Anne's Bounty can be empowered 
to make grants in aid of dilaprdations to 
necessitous clergymen holding benefices 
under £200 per annum in value during 
the currencies of their incumbencies ; 
and, if so, whether he would consider 
the propriety of advising the adoption of 
that course. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Under the 
present regulation Queen Anne’s Bounty 
is available for other purposes, but it is 
mainly employed for the purpose of 
augmenting the endowments of poor | 


livings. Grants, however, are occasion- | 
ally made to meet dilapidations in | 
various special cases. It would, [| 


believe, be possible to extend the powers 
of Queen Anne’s Bounty, but I doubt | 
whether there are funds available. 


The Suspenson of Mr. Dillon. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg toask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether | 
lis attention has been directed to the. 
Motion on the Paper referring to the, 
action of Mr. Speaker on the 20th of | 
March last, and whether he will afford | 
facilities for the discussion of that | 


Motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I do | 
not propose to afford any facilities for 
that Motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Arising out 
of that answer, may I be allowed to 
ask whether, in view of the fact that 
this notice of Motion has been given 
on the part of eighty Members, the 
right hon. Gentleman considers it | 
desirable, from the point of view of | 
order, or in the interest of the Chair | 
itself, to leave it undiscussed on the | 
Paper during the whole session ? 
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THE 


Bill. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 


know that the matter rests entirely 
with me. I understand that the eighty 
Members of whom the hon. Gentleman 
speaks have just drawn the first place 
in the ballot for notices of Motion. 
But so far as I am concerned, I am not 
prepared to give a day. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Of course, 


if the right hon. Gentleman would leave 


private Members’ days at their disposal. 
I should have no claim on the right hon. 
Gentleman. But I would ask him. 
under these circumstances, whether, if 
we succeed in getting the first place on 
a private Members’ day, he will under- 
take to leave that day at our disposal. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course | 
cannot give any pledge on the subject. 
When the new Rules, or those portions 
of the new Rules which deal with the 
arrangement of business, have passed 
the House, there will be available a 
certain number of private Member’ days. 
even during the present session, with 
which the Government will have no 
title to interfere. 

LICENSING BILL. 
[SEcoND READING. ] 

Order for Second Reading read. 

SECRETARY or STATE For 


HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcutz, Croydon): I beg to move. 


THE 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” (Ir. Ltitchie.) 


(3.45.) Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) : 
I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the manner in which grocers’ 
licences are dealt with in this Bill, and 
I do so with the idea of asking the right 
hon. Gentleman not to press this part 
of his proposals. I do so not on behalf 
of any trade whatever, for I do not 
appear here as the advocate of either 
one side or the other, and | can trust 
the House and the Government to deal 
quite fairly with any vested interest 
wherever any trade is concerned, but | 
bring this matter forward as a question 
of public policy. Clause 8, which deals 
with this matter, is a reversal of the 











1139 Licensing {COMMONS} Bill. 1140 
policy which was inaugurated, with| What are the reasons advanced by the 


great fulness of explanation and after | 
great consideration, in the year 1860, 
by Mr. Gladstone, who based his case | 
not upon any small ground, but upon | 
the large grounds of public morality, 
public sobriety, and general public utility. 
I ask the House now to approach the. 
consideration of this matter from the 
same point of view: not to look at it| 
as affecting any particular class of) 
traders, large or small, or the interests | 
of any particular trade, but simply as 
it touches the interest of sobriety and 
the welfare of the public at large. Mr. 
Gladstone, in proposing this change, 
said he did so because it was a good and 
wise measure, not only with regard to the 
improvement of the people, but also for 
the promotion of temperance and sobriety, 
as opposed to drunkenness and demora- 
lising habits. That is the ground I take | 
this afternoon, and I say that the attempt 
in this Bill to go back upon that policy 
is a mistake. It is a retrograde step, 
one inimical to sobriety and opposed to 
the material interests of the people. 

I suppose that most Members are 
familiar with the meaning of this clause, 
so that I need only say a few words in 
explanation of what its effect will be if 
it is passed into law. The present 
position is this, that any person can get 
a licence of this kind—a grocer’s licence, | 
as it is called, although the grant of them | 
is not confined to grocers —but any person 
can get a licence of this sort if he fulfils | 
four conditions. In the first place, he 
must be of good character ; secondly, his 
house or shop must not be adjacent to 
disorderly premises ; thirdly, he shall not | 
have forfeited any previous licence by 
misconduct ; and fourthly, he shall fulfil 
the conditions required by law. It being 
proved that these conditions are fulfilled, 
the licence cannot be refused, it goes as 
a matter of course. The change made 
by the clause is a most radical one. It 
places the granting of these licences in 
the free and unqualified discretion of 
the magistrates ; it, in fact, places them 
on exactly the same terms as other 
licences. This is an important. step. | 
This is more or less a small omnibus Bill, | 
and I object to the introduction into a | 
small omnibus Bill of a great question of | 
principle like this—a question involving | 
the going back upon a policy which has | 
now been in force forty years. 


>. Bean, | 


| appointed ? 


right hon. Gentleman for this proposal ! 
The right hon. Gentleman is, I admit, in 
an awkward position. The change is 
recommended in both the Minority and 
Majority Reports of the Royal Commis- 
sion, and as the recommendation in each 
Report is in exactly the same words 
there seems to be a little lack of individu- 
ality in the matter. I do not wish to 
speak disrespectfully of Royal Commis 
sions, but I have often heard it asked 
why Governments do not legislate more 
frequently on the Reports of such Com- 
missions. Considering the way in which 
such bodies are appointed, I can only say 
that there could be only one thing more 
foolish than the appointment, and that 
would be to legislate on their Report. 
How are Members of Royal Commissions 
It is as if you were to con- 
stitute a jury to try a man, and to put 
upon it six of his sworn enemies, five of 
his friends, and one person called a 
neutral. You have a Majority Report, 


-a Minority Report, and a Neutral Report. 
_All the gentlemen on this Roval Com- 


mission were pledged one way or another 
—either by their interests or by their 
opiniens. I do not wish to speak dis- 
respectfully of any particular opinions. 


I have the greatest possible respect 
for those who hold what are called 


teetotal principles, but I say that no 
man is fit to be placed on a Com- 
mission to deal with this particular 
matter who is pledged in either one 
direction or the other. The House and 
the country will never settle this most 
difficult drink question until we bundle 
both the trade and the teetotalers 
out of court, and leave the matter 


'to be dealt with by honest, fair-minded 
| people. 


I do not question the right of 
people concerned in the trade to stand up 
for their own interests, nor of others to 
stand up for principles dear to their 
hearts. But a Commission consisting of 


| such peopleis notone likely tocarry weight, 


and any one with imagination knowing, 
as I happen to do, most of the members 


| constituting it, and seeing the questions 


they were called upon to decide, might 


| easily have written their Report without 


calling the Commission together. Practi- 
cally it was a foregone conclusion, and 
therefore, when we are told that both 
the majority and the minority agree 
upon a particular matter, I reply that 
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that agreement is not worth anything at 
il. This was anticipated by Mr. Glad- 
tone when he proposed this great 
shange. He stated quite distinctly that 
there were two parties opposed to it. 
ne consisted of licensed victuallers, and 
the other of a body of gentlemen of whom 
jesaid he could not but speak with the 
nost profound respect, for they were 
armest in their effort to lay the axe at 
the root of a great social evil—he meant 
ihe members of temperance societies. 
\r. Gladstone exactly anticipated what 
jas happened. It is quite natural that 
the trade should have regarded this 
change with suspicion, and it is equally 
yatural that they should be in favour of 
the present proposal of the Government, 
because the tendency of making the 
change will be to throw a great amount 
i this business back into the trade. 
There is no question about that. On 
the other hand, the teetotalers are 
miturally not averse to it, because they 
ae in favour of any step which seems to 
stop people getting drink. That is a 
verfectly natural and logical position. 
But is it a position which this House 
ought to take up? I think that the 
change inaugurated by Mr. Gladstone is 
being made a scapegoat of by the right 
hon, Gentleman, who is not willing to 
meet both parties on broad grounds of 
public policy, but is prepared, in order to 
get rid of a great principle and a great 
interest, to do an injury to the people 
ai the country which ought not to 
te done. We have not to consider the 
trade primarily or the _ teetotalers 
primarily, but the great mass of the 
people; and on that consideration 1 
base my opposition to the measure. 
Why was this course favoured by the 
Commission ? I have looked at the names 
i the witnesses upon this subject. I 
ind that most of them are magistrates. 
I speak with the greatest respect of 
hagistrates, but I must say that, like 
ither functionaries, they are somewhat 
jalous of their powers. They are 
jleased to have them extended, no 
doubt. There has always been a feeling 
ot dislike at having one branch of the 
lensing system outside their control, 
ind as this proposal of the Government 
vould bring it within their power, they 
are naturally disposed to support it. 
Both the Majority and the Minority 
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Reports recommend this change in the 
licensing authority. But is this the 
time to propose an increase in the 
powers of the licensing authority? If 
that authority is not satisfactory at 
present—and [ think it is the general 
opinion of the country that it is not— 
why increase its powers without attempt- 
ing in any way to reform the authority ? 
You are here proposing such an increase 
as will create another great trade 
monopoly. The right hon. Gentleman 
has told us that the representative of 
the trade concerned signed the Majority 
Report. I do not think we in this House 
need care whether he did or not, but I 
believe he signed it on the understand- 
ing that there would be a general 
change which would include dealing 
with the beer licences anterior to 1869. 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, 
has not attempted to deal with them, 
because he says they raise the matter of 
compensation—a most difficult question. 
He drops dealing with 40,000 licences 
and deals with only 10,000. May I 
point out to him that there is a matter 
of compensation involved here, and that 
by turning these licences into ordinary 
magistrates’ licences you are opening the 
door to fresh claims for compensation ? 
Therefore the principle which frightened 
the right hon. Gentleman from dealing 
with the larger question should apply 
equally to his smaller scheme. 
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Another reason has been advanced 
why the House should give effect to 
this recommendation. It has been said 
that the change initiated by Mr. Glad- 
stone was a mistake, that instead of 
leading to greater sobriety, it has led to 
greater drunkenness, particularly among 
females. That is, I believe, the grava- 
men of the whole matter. If it were 
true, it is so serious a charge that it 
puts all other things in the shade, and I 
would not utter another word against 
this proposal. The Home Secretary has 
told us that one reason for the proposed 
change is that the apprehensions and 
committals for drunkenness amongst 
women has greatly increased. I will 
allow that for the moment to be true. 
But there are other facts which must be 
borne in mind, and one is that the 
apprehensions for drunkenness have 
mostly occurred in neighbourhoods 
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where scarcely any of these licences exist. | 
For instance, they have occurred in East | 
London, where practically these licences | 
do not exist. The licences are mostly 
found in neighbourhoods which do not 
show symptoms of increased drunken- 
ness among females. That increase 
has not arisen among the class of people 
who use these shops. Female drunkards 
are not the class of women who 
avail themselves of this provision. 
| have noticed in some public houses in 
London the words ‘Ladies’ Bar,” 
** Ladies’ Entrance,” and so forth, and 
this has been an enormous encourage- 
ment for women to go, not to grocers, 
but to public houses. I say that the 
change proposed by the right hon.Gentle- 
man will increase that, and that the ten- 
dency of this Bill will be todrive them to 
the public house, and bring them within 
its entourage and surroundings. It will 
do great harm in lessening that natural, 
proper, and moral squeamishness which 
should distinguish women. 


What was the evidence given in 
favour of making this change? I will 


not weary the House by reading it—it 

is here for those who wish to have it ; but 

really the only adjective | can apply to 

the right hon. Gentleman’s proposal is 

“ludicrous.” The majority did not 

even deign to offer any evidence at all, | 
while the minority only quoted evidence 

of the most flimsy character. I should 

like the House to bear in mind what are 

the facts. The House of Lords inquired 

into this matter in 1879, and reported 

that there was no evidence that grocers’ 

licences encouraged female drinking. In | 
1893 there was another Committee of the 

Lords, and Earl Kimberley—about whose 

condition we are all so sadly anxious 

just now — said he doubted whether 

it would be possible to prove! 
that grocers’ licences led to female 

drunkenness, adding that he remembered 

how completely the evidence on that 

point broke down at the previous in- | 
quiry. Not a single person was able to | 
prove that spirits had been put down as 

tea. We have had these accusations ° 
bandied about, but I have never heard 

ot any person being able to establish a | 
single case of that sort. Even if it 

could be done, I would remind the House 

that a single swallow does not make a 

summer. 


Mr. Harwood, 
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The question is—Does the system as 4 
whole work in the direction of tem per- 
anceor intemperance? What do we find? 
The Chief Constables of Liverpool, 
Manchester, and Chester were all asked 
about this question, and they all said 
they did not believe the system had 
increased drunkenness amongst women, 
I will appeal to the right hon. Gentle. 
man on this fact—that if there is one 
social change which has been more 
striking in my life than another, it has 
been the enormous increase of sobriety 


among the middle classes. It has 
amounted to nothing less than 4 
revolution. Itis a striking thing that 
the most temperate and most sober 


classes are those who can get drink, and 
this leads us to the paradox that those 
who cannot get drink get drunk, and 
those who can get drink do not get 
drunk. That is our experience. And 
that change is most marked among the 
striving lower middle class. I vam 
bound to say I do not think the stri ing 
middle class is sufficiently stuck up for in 
this House. The working men have 
their organisations ; the landlords and the 
trades have representatives who speak up 
for them; but as far as my experience 
goes, there is no one to speak up for the 
most noble element in our English life, 
the lower middle class, who use these 
shops and take advantage of these 
licences. On their behalf, however, | 
have no hesitation in saying that they 
do not find that these shops lead to 
intemperance, and it would be a distinct 
infringement of their rights to deprive 
them of this social convenience. I have 
dealt with the reasons advanced for this 
change. What are those against it? | 
will first ask a plain question—Does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean by this 
change to do away with these licences or 
not ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not. 


Mr. HARWOOD: Then the right 
hon. Gentleman is going to make them 
go through the Caudine Forks, The 
House ought to have some _ reasoll 
given for making the change. What 
reason is there for taking the con 
trol away from the Excise and giving 
it to the magistrates ? Not a single case 
of abuse has been made out against these 
licences, and I know of no trade which 
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has been carried on for forty years under 
continual police inspection which has led 
to so little abuse. It is almost remark- 
able that with all these thousands of 
licences you get no case of abuse from 
year's end to year’send. You never read 
of such cases in the papers, and we have 
yet to learn from the right hon. Gentle- 
man that any have oceurred. By this 
change these licences will be stamped with 
the elements, characteristics, and draw- 
backs of a monopoly, and it will be 
acknowledged that the monopoly character 
of licences has become absolutely a 
scandal. Mr. Gladstone, in proposing 
this change, said one advantage was that 
it would give the public the advantage 
of competition, and that it would tend to 
keep up the quality of the liquor sold in 
public houses and to prevent the undue 
raising Of prices. I should like to point 
out that if this clause is carried, when a 
person gets one of these licences the 
value of the premises where the trade is 
permitted will enormously increase, the 
cost of drink supplied there will go up, 
and the people will be deprived of the 
natural advantage of competition, another 
buttress being added to the drink 
monopoly, 
House of Commons is losing caste with 
the country. If that is true, it is due to 
its immoral position with regard to the 
drink tratlic more than to anything else. 
We have not the courage to make up our 
minds and stand by our convictions on 
this question. I have the greatest 
possible regard for the teetotaler. He 
holds a logical position, and is honest in 
so doing. I will say this for myself. I 
believe in alcoholic liquor, and I believe 
that every person would be a little better 
for taking some. But I find in this 
House that the persons who are so 
anxious to shut off alcoholic drink from 
other people take care not to shut off 
their own. There has been too much 
humbug about this thing. Either tee- 
totalers are right in their view and the 
traffic should be prohibited, or they are 
wrong, and the public should have the 
right to obtain what they require under 
proper conditions. Even teetotalers should 
pause before giving support to a proposal 
which, if carried into effect, would have a 
tendency to send people to the public 
houses for their supplies. It is in the 
small towns and country places that the 
effect of this change will be most marked 
in driving people to public houses. We 
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It is sometimes said that the , 


believe the 
‘question will be in bringing the trade 
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ought to make up our minds clearly as to 
whether alcoholic liquor is a right thing, 
and a thing to which the people ought 
to have reasonable access) In my 
opinion it is, and every barrier against 
that access can be justified only by the 
most stringent necessity. If it cannot 
be so justified, then it stands condemned. 
The principle of separating the sale of food 
from the sale of drink is one of the 
most disastrous that has ever been 
adopted by this House. Most of the 
evils of the drink traffic arise from the 
secrecy with which it is carried on. | 
have the honour of sitting on a Com- 
mis-ion about canteens, and soldier after 
soldier who has been called by us has agreed 
that it would be a good thing to provide 
the men with facilities for getting a pint ot 
beer with their dinners and their suppers. 
That is an indication of the false tack on 
which we have been proceeding all along. 
Many Members have heard of the Public 
House Trust movement, of which I have 
been an advocate for many years. If we 
want to make the people temperate and 
sober, we must make them perfectly 
honest and frank in regard to the 
drink traffic. We must do away with 
all sense of secrecy, and bring in the 
cafe and restaurant principle. 1, there- 
fore, object entirely to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s principle of separating the 
sale of food from drink. That is a great 
mistake. 


Last of all, I come to the ground of 
compensation. I have said already that 
this Bill will add to the difficulties of 
this question. Compensation may not be 
legal now, but everybody knows that if 
a trade is entitled to compensation, the 
withholding it would be resented by the 
people of England, and it would not 
therefore be well, by inserting technical 
words in an Act of Parliament, to try 
and prevent such compensation being 
paid. When a man has got a licence 
under these circumstances he will have 
to be compensated if it is taken away. | 
future settlement of the 


under public control, regulating the sale 
so that people can get good liquor in 
good condition at fair prices. We are 
staggered now with the Compensation 
Bill, and this proposal will add to it. 1 
do not propose to vote against this Bill. 
because there are many good things in 
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it, but I do ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to consider carefully the advisability 
of withdrawing this particular clause as 
a retrograde step inimical to the true 


interests, welfare, and happiness of the | 


people. 


*(4.20.) Sm JOHN ROLLESTON 
(Leicester): As I have not previously 
addressed the House, I should like to 
be allowed to make a few brief observa- 
tions on this Bill, which deals with 
matters to which I have given some 


attention, and which, in the constituency | 


I have the honour to represent, attracts 
a considerable amount of interest. J 
must admit that at first sight the Bill 
generally presents the appearance of a 
moderate Bill, dealing with one of the 
most pressing subjects in licensing 
reform, without inflicting any great 
hardship on any section of the people. 
But, on closer examination, various 
defects, or what are thought to be 
defects, are disclosed, to which I ask 
leave to direct attention. Clause 4 pro- 
vides that when a licensed victualler is 
accused of permitting drunkenness the 
burden of proving his innocence rests 
upon him. Inthe ordinary criminal law, 
however, the accused has to be proved 
guilty before he is convicted, and this 
proposal, therefore, is contrary to the 
spirit of the British law, which regards 
all men as innocent until they are proved 
to be guilty. It will enable a charge to 
be made and maintained against a 
licensed victualler without proof of guilt 
being forthcoming, and that seems to 
me to be a proposal of an oppressive 
character, straining the law against one 
class only of the community. Clause 8 
provides that the licensing justices 
may deprive an off licence holder of 
his licence without cause or complaint, 


capriciously, and without compensa- | 


tion. These licences were established 
with the view of preventing people 
who wanted wine or beer from being 
obliged to go to the public house for 
it, and to enable them to escape that 
contamination which is so much enlarged 
upon. In the main, the intention of the 
establishers of these licences has been 
well fulfilled ; these licences are held, not 
less than other branches of the trade, by 
a very respectable body of men and 
women, who have in many cases invested 
Mr. Harwood. 
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|their savings in the alteration and 
|improvement of premises, and who are 
_making a livelihood by carrying on this 
off trade. To place their fortunes in the 
hands of the magistrates without any 
| right of appeal, would be, in my opinion, 
wrong. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: There is a right of 
appeal, certainly. 
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*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON : But still, it 
places their fortunes in the hands of an 
irresponsible body, and that constitutes an 
injustice to which I am unable to assent. 
If the proposals were made prospective 
and not retrospective, leaving all existing 
off licences in the same position as at 
present, that might perhaps meet the 
justice of the case. 

But the section of the Bill which is, in 
my opinion, of the greatest importance 
is that referring to the registration of 
clubs. My view has always been that 
no pressure for licensing reform could 
possibly possess the attribute of sincerity 
which did not put in the front of its 
programme a measure dealing with this 
growing evil. It has been to me a 
matter of wonder why temperance 
reformers have always apparently treated 
this subject as of only secondary im- 
portance. Unfortunately—but I admit 
much more so in the past than at the 
present time—the most extreme of them 
have given us reason to believe that they 
were indifferent to legislation which did 
not injure the licensed victualler, and | 
can only suppose that because the better 
control of drinking clubs was a measure 
which the licensed victualler demanded in 
his own interest, they did not 
regard the proposal altogether with 
favour. I am glad, however, to be able to 
testify, certainly in my constituency, to 
the moderation of late years of the 
temperance party, who, I fully believe, 


_are now anxious to secure such legislation 


as is practicable and possible, and which, 
apart from every other consideration, if it 


,is likely to check drunkenness and crime, 


will receive at their hands the most hearty 
and cordial support. I have always 
wondered why it was that, while temper- 
_ance reform included proposed legislation 
to curtail such privileges as the licensed 
| victualler possessed ; to shorten his hours ; 
|to close bis premises on Sundays ; to 


| abolish him altogether by popular vote 
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without compensation; and to hamper 
and restrict him in many ways—it was 
always a matter of surprise to me that, 
under these circumstances, it appears to 
have been forgotten or overlooked that 
the more the law restricted the licensed 
victualler the greater was the inducement 
to establish the drinking club, and there 
can be no doubt whatever—I have seen it 
in my Own experience—that the more 
drinking is suppressed in places that are 
licensed the more it is likely to break out 
in places that are unlicensed, where it 
ean be indulged in without restraint, 
without police supervision, at all hours of 
the day, and on all days of the week. 
Surely, if the suppression of drinking and 
drunkenness is the end to be attained, the 
unlicensed drinking-place should first of 
all receive attention. I am glad that 
this Bill deals firmly and, in the main, 
fairly with this question. I s&y fairly 
because I think that the clubs should be 
dealt with tenderly. Many of these are 
most useful institutions, which provide 
for working men what they cannot 
always get at home, the opportunities 
for quiet recreation ; places where the 
literature of the day is open to them, and 
where they can exchange ideas on current 
subjects, without spending anything, if 
they are so inclined. In my own experi- 
ence I know such clubs, which are really 
reading rooms and places of reasonable 
amusement rather than taverns, and which 
subscribe liberally to all the local charities. 
On the other hand, there are clubs 
which are established solely for the 
purpose of enabling members to obtain 


drink at such hours as the public | 


houses are not open. These are largely 
frequented by women, and I[ am 
informed that in the North of England 
the child messenger is largely employed 
in conveying drink from them to the 
parent. These, therefore, compete 
unfairly with the public houses, in 


which trade is carried on at great, 


risk and under severe penalties to 
the owners, who, for the privilege 
of selling drink at all, contribute 
a large annual sum to the revenue of 
the country. The establishment of clubs 
where the sale of drink is free and un 
restricted must render the restrictions on 
the sale of drink in public houses, to a cer- 
tain extent, null and void, and I must con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman the 
Home Secretary on being the first Minister 
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of State to bring in a measure dealing with 
this important question, but I hope that 
when the Bill is in Committee and the 
process has to be dealt with, he will allow 
some modifications in that respect. I 
have had conferences with committees of 
management of many of these clubs in 
my own constituency and in the sur- 
rounding districts, and I find that, while 
they most cordially approve of the 
principle of that portion of the Bill deal- 
ing with the suppression of sham clubs, 
they think that the process, as outlined 
in the Bill, is most harsh and arbitrary ; 
andthat under any circumstances, if the 
committee of management is complained 
of, they should be heard in their own 
defence ; and that a right of appeal should 
be given, instead of being in the power 
of one vindictive person, on unsworn 
evidence, to effect the closing of the 
club, without even his identity being 
disclosed. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I assure the hon. 
Member that he is entirely mistaken. 
My hon. friend is acting on an assump 
tion which is entirely mistaken. There 
must be sworn evidence, and a regular 
course of law must be gone through 
under the Summary Jurisdiction Aets. 


*Sirk JOHN ROLLESTON: I am 
very pleased that both myself and my 
constituents are under a misapprehen- 
sion. However, my constituents tell 
me that they do not trust the magis- 
trates, who may be, and sometimes are, 
composed of extreme and prejudiced 
men, pledged to one particular line 
of policy, and whose decisions are 
frequently upset on appeal. On these 
grounds, the real clubs do not wish to 
be exposed to the risk of being 
summarily and arbitrarily closed without 
.a proper hearing and the right of appeal. 
With a few alterations which I hope may 
be made in Committee, I should like to 
express the opinion that the Bill is a 
good Bill, and a far more important 
measure than was at first supposed. 
Without using the formula that this 
is an honest attempt to deal with a 
difficult question—and the question of 
licensing reform is certainly one of the 
most difficult and perplexing—-we may 
agree that it is not a dishonest attempt 
to put further restrictions on the licensed, 
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while allowing the unlicensed victualler 
to go scot free. I was surprised to 
hear, during the debate on _ the 
First Reading, hon. Gentlemen opposite 
make light of the Bill, and say 
that they did not expect much from 
the present Government in the way 
of licensing reform. I have been 
wondering ever since from what Govern- 
ment or from what sort of Govern- 
ment do they expect these larger 
and more heroic measures which are 
implied and indicated. Governments in 
the past have not been success‘ul in 
carrying these heroic and more ambitious 
measures. I do not for one moment 
want to disparage the ambitions or 
the zeal of temperance reformers. On 
the contrary, the efforts they have 
made to check drunkenness and crime 
are worthy of the most grateful recogni- 
tion, and it must be a satisfaction to 
them to know that their views are 
gaining ground every day. This may be 
due in some degree to the spread of 
education and the consequently increas- 
refinement of the people, but 


ing 
for whatever share the temperance 


reformer has had in this improvement 
he deserves the fullest credit and the 
erateful thanks of the country. But I 
think, at the same time, that experience 
has shown us that in this matter of 
licensing reform sweeping changes are 
impracticable, and progress must be made 
cautiously, and with tolerance and justice 
to all classes. Temperance reform is a 
vague and indefinite term, which it is 
very easy to write on aslate. | venture 
to think that it will remain so writtenas 
a sort of preamble to which the clauses 
will never be added. In any case, | am 
glad of the opportunity of expressing the 
opinion that with some alterations, the 
Bill is a good Bill, suited to the needs of 
the time, and, so far as it deals with the 
most pressing matter of licensing 
reform, the better control of clubs, 
is a strong Bill. Every Bill presented to 
this House is necessarily a draft, and 
doubtless alterations and erasions wil 
have to be made; but when these have 
been made, I can only hope that the fair 
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j 
| 


copy will constitute an Act of which this | 
Bill is the substance and the essence, and | 
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especially to the working people of this 
country. 


(4.40.) 
W.): 


Masor JAMESON (Clare. 
I congratulate the hon. Member 
for Leicester on the very excellent 
speech which he has just addressed 
to the House. I wish I could equally 
congratulate the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Home Secretary on the way 
he has treated the House and the 
trade. I maintain it is unusual for a 
Minister in charge of a Bill not to give 
one single word of explanation of the 
Bill from the first line to the last, more 
especially when every possible explanation 
was demanded. I deeply regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman should have taken 
that line, which I look upon as a 
contempt for a great trade and for 


their wishes and desires, but also a 
contempt for the small temperance 
party. The right hon. Gentleman 


endeavoured to persuade himself that 
this is a non-contentious matter, but I 
‘do not believe that a more contentious 
matter has ever been brought before the 
House; and, forsooth, the HomeSecretary, 
not having given a word of apology or 
explanation, pops up and down and tells 
hon. Members that they are under a 
misapprehension. I defy any one not to 
be under a misapprehension: the Bill 
from the first line to the last is full of 
misapprehensions. So far as the trade is 
concerned, they are under no mis- 
apprehension—they believe that the Bill 
is as silly as it is unnecessary. I object 
most strongly to this Bill—in the first 
place, because the framers of the Bill, in 
putting it together, seem not to have 
realised that three such diverse and 
distinct matters which were contained in 
the so-called “Licensing Bill” would, ii 
passed into law, make the Bill in its 
present form one of the _ greatest 
janomalies in legislative enactment on 
| the Statute-book. It would also make 
'itone of the most ridiculous, for the 
}reason that the title, which is, as you 


‘all know, ‘‘ To amend the Law relating 
to the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors and 


to Drunkenness, and to provide for the 
Registration of Clubs,” and the sub- 
title, which is cited as “‘The Licensing 





which, without oppressing any section of | Act of 1902,” absolutely contradict each 
the community, except the drunkard, | other, and neither in the slightest 
will prove to be a real advantage, | degree represents the sense of the clauses 


Sir John Lolleston. 
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intheir main essentials. It is wanting, confirmation of licences. Not one of 
i) my opinion, both in grammar as wellas these matters has anything whatever to 
in sense. | do with the law relating to the sale of 
intoxicating liquors, however much 
The draft of this Bill now published they may have, jointly or individually, 
mbodies within its provisions three to do with a granting of licences, 
ibjects—first, the amendment of the law especially “‘ off — and the eres 
3 to drunkards; second, the amend- © Justices to grant such or not. As 
nent of licensing law ; third, the regis- regards Part III of the Bill, having to do 
sation of Clubs. Why anomnibus Bill of with the gt ni of clubs, not a 
his description should have for its short single clause of Part ili has anything 
itle the name of the “Licensing Act 1902” whatever to do with licensing. _It 
joes not seem quite plain. The amend- Consists of two clauses, under the first 
nent of the law as to drunkenness as Of Which the secretary of a club is 
govided for by the clauses under Part 1 required to register his club yearly with 
is nothing whatever to do with licens- the clerk of the justice in his division, 
ig, as the provisions of this part of the and give details as to the name and 
Rill have to do with the imposition of Object of the club, its address, name of 
punishment for drunkards, in sundry secretary, and its rules in force as to 
inendments of the Habitual Drunkards the election of members, admission of 
\t, 1879; the Summary Jurisdiction guests, terms of subscription, and num- 
Married Women’s) Act, 1895; and the | ber of members; and it provides also for 
inebriates Act, 1898. Any of these penalties for the non-supply of these 
uatters, of course, should not be in- particulars, or for false returns supplied 
wrporated in a licensing Act, and it seems by the secretary of any club. I certainly 
ridiculous, therefore, to turn legislation agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
ithe description contemplated under that there is a pressing necessity for deal- 
Part 1, which is the amendment of the law ing with bogus clubs ; but how can he hold 
sto drunkenness, into an Act described that such matters, which are entirely out- 
wa “Licensing Act.” Now, Part II, side the Licensing Acts, can be embodied 
vhich is described as an amendment of in a bill such as we are contemplating at 
the licensing law, in the arrangement of the present moment? If an amendment 
dauses approaches more nearly in of the law relating to drunkenness is 
ueaning to the short title of the Bill— necessary, would it not have been better 
‘Licensing Act, 1902.” There is a to have brought ina Bill amending the 
varing discrepancy, however, between three Acts [ have mentioned, and let it 
this short title “ Licensing Act, 1902,”’ stand or fall on its own merits ? 
ind the long title of the Bill, which is 
described as a “ Billto amend the law  Theclauses in Part I of the Bill are, in 
vlating to the sale of intoxicating my opinion, in many instances, very un- 
iquors.”” If the clauses under Part II fair. And let the House consider 
we read, it will be found that they Clause4. Under this clause itis proposed 
ave nothing whatever to do with the to do what English law has always recog- 
wle of intoxicating liquors. Not a nised as unjust. It is opposed to the 
ingle clause has the remotest reference principle that a man is assumed to be 
othe sale of intoxicating liquors. The innocent until he is proved guilty. The 
llowing are the subjects which the clause says that where a licensed person 
uses deal with :—Record of conviction is charged with permitting drunkenness 
if licensed persons; powers of justices on his premises, it shall lie on him to 
is to retail off licences; control of prove that heand the persons employed by 
justices over structure of licensed’ him took all reasonable steps to prevent 
wemises ; removal of disqualification of drunkenness. In other words, it is pro- 
justices interested in railways; dis-. posed to make the licensed person prove 
qualifications of justices’ clerks; date that he is not guilty, instead of throwing 
of annual licensing meeting ; restriction the onus of proof elsewhere. That is 
® protection orders; provisions as to opposed to every principle of law, and | 
tansfer ; occasional licences ; additional hope the right hon. Gentleman will con- 
otice of application for new licence ;| sider it. Then, again, the penalties to be 
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imposed under Clause 6 appear to me to 
be absolutely extraordinary. While the 
habitual drunkard himself who is con- 
victed of purchasing liquor is only liable 
to a fine of 20s. for the first offence and 
40s. for the second, the holder of the 
licence who supplies him is to be liable 
for the first offence to a fine of £10, and 
for the second offence to a fine of £20. 
When we consider the great difficulty 
that must of necessity arise as regards 
identification, I am sure the House will 
agree that these penalties appear to be 
absolutely monstrous. The question of 
identification is a very important one ; 
and it will further be noticed that the 
licensee is to be held responsible, not only 
for the liquor he supplies himself, but is 
also responsible for liquor which may 
be consumed off the premises, has not 
been bought for a habitual drunkard. 
Surely that is an extraordinary clause 
to put in a Bill of this kind. Another 
matter connected with this clause is that 


{COMMONS} 





it'does not seem to apply at all to clubs | 
and off licences, which are to have! 
the power of selling to a habitual | 
drunkard with impunity.  There- 
fore, I maintain that this clause 
ought to be amended. To make an 
omnibus Bill of three such glaringly 
distinct and diverse subjects as the 
amendment of the law as to drunken- 
ness, the amendment of the licensing 
law, and the registration of clubs, is one 
of the most extraordinary attempts at 
legislative compression ever seen in this 
House. 

As far as the trade is concerned, 
the particular part of the Bill which 
appears to most challenge criticism— 
strenuous and uncompromising criticism 
—is Part Il. It teems with most extra- 
ordinary proposals. It is supposed to 
have been founded on the Majority 
Report of the Royal Commission, but I 
am rather astonished that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not state the 
reasons why the majority of the Royal 
Commission asked him to bring forward 
these proposals of Clause 7, which pro- 
pose to abolish the present system of en- 
dorsement and to sub-titute a plan 
under which every conviction, however 
small, against a licensed person shall 
be entered in a register, and if there | 
are more than five convictions in five 





years, the justices, who are supposed to 
Mujor Jameson, 





Bill. 
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know the rights and wrongs of theg 
cases, must then give their reasons jp 
writing if the licence is renewed, and 
the police are to have the right of appeal, 
The right hon. Gentleman has brought 
forward the justices’ clerk, who is to 
have control over the justices them- 
selves, and instead of the record being 
confined to the limits of the offences 
endorsable under the present lay. 
a wide range is opened up, and the 
most trivial offence, even when the 
smallest penalty is imposed, _ yill 
have to be entered on the register, 
I am sure that the trade as a whol 
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will resent this, and I feel certain that hav 
the right hon. Gentleman, in proposingff 
this very invidious scheme, will not wit! 
carry out the objects he has at heart, sto 
and that he will please neither of the pas 
parties who I know are opposed to this % | 
Bill. ret 
: , fort 

Clause 8 is the most important § j). 
clause in Part II, and it challenges has 
criticism more than any other clause in prol 
the entire Bill. Why, at this hour of wor 
the day, are powers to be given toa pow 
new authority over a class of licences § yj] 
which have always been conducted § ynp 
properly, against which there have been & op 
no complaints, and for which the ing 
majority of the Royal Commissi nf the 
recommended no change except at the Mf pur 
discretion of the licensing authority! § jive) 
How can the right hon. Gentleman tor § yea} 
one moment support this clause, knov- ff jj}; 
ing, as he does, that the beer off licence ff jin 
are already under the magistrates, who § whi, 
have full and complete control. and who § cred 
certainly use their powers? I think the § ti, 
more hon. Members will look at this thin 
clause, the less they will like it. As 1 oye 
pointed out to the Home Secretary § pod, 
the other day, the clause is an insinua § 4}j); 
tion that, up to the present time. the digt 
magistrates have not done their duty. 9, ¢, 
The right hon. Gentleman says that the depr 
magistrates have not entered conviction § 4no 
and endorsed the licences in the way ther § thes, 
should have done. What is the remedy § pi) 
proposed by the right hon. Gentleman! cally 
He first of all puts the justices in the § gh, 
hands of their own clerk, and then he ig 
proposes to reward them for their incom-§ }, ,, 
petence by putting into their hands al wont 
those off licences. That, I think, will to <a 
require a very great deal of explanation. J 
I want it to go right home to the House io 
V 
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that the right hon. Gentleman, having | of his licence does not come up yearly fo" 
belittlec these justices, proceeds to show | consideration at the justices’ discretion ; 
confidence in them by handing over to! but if he is guilty of the depravity, in 
them the whole of these off licences. | addition, of seeking to increase his income 
That is a most outrageous proposal, and by selling other articles, such as tea, 
oe which has never been previously | coffee, sweets, or tobacco, he is then to 
made in any licensing Bill in this House. | he handed over to the tender mercies of 
Members of the trade who are conversant | the licensing justices. Anything more 
with licensing justices will not be at all | ridiculous than such a distinction being 
slow to know what the meaning of this | drawn between a man who exclusively 
revolutionary clause is. It means, in my | sells wines and spirits and beer, and his 
opinion, the absolute confiscation of 90 per | neighbour who sells wines and spirits, 
cent. of these off licences. I am perfectly | teas and} provisions, ‘it is impossible to 
sure the right hon. Gentleman does not | ET es cui 

intend that, but I am equally sure it will | _ 


| 


have that result. | Presumably the Bill is inspired with 

Now, as to another point in connection | #” idea of promoting temperance. Ifsuch 
with this proposed legislation. As regards | be the case, it is pertinent to ask, will the 
stocks of excisable liquor, should this Bill | ttader who is to depend for his livelihood 
pass and become operative (as itis bound , 9? the sale of intoxicating liquors only be 
to be, if it does pass) in the extinction of | less anxious tosellintoxicatingliquorsthan 
retail off licences, how will the un- | #20ther trader who makes his income not 
fortunate trader find himself placed on | only out of sales of intoxicating liquors, but 
the day after the renewal of his licence | /so from the business done in provisions 
has been refused? He will find himself 2d other goods. It has been said that 
probably with from £500 to £1,000 Of licences in connection with grocers 
worth of stock in liquors, without the have encouraged secret drinking amongst 
power of selling a single bottle; and he Women and in families. How this con- 
will find himself, while saddled with this clusion has been arrived at, it is im- 
urealisable stock on the one hand, met | Possible to say ; certainly, if any person 
on the other with the obligation of pay- | desires to consume liquor secretly, such 
ing for probably three-fourths of it to | desire will not be quenched by the fact 
the merchants from whom he _ has) that the trader from whom such supplies 
purchased it on credit. His means of @r¢ obtained (as they will be obtained if 
livelihood are taken from him, he cannot the desire is there) does not sell pro- 
realise his stock, and he has to meet his | V'SlOns or teas, Then, again, a word 
liabilities. Only one course is open to | might be said as to the inconsistency ot 
him, and that is, to go into bankruptcy, | this new proposed departure in licensing 
which spells ruin to him and loss to his | Policy. It has always been the complaint 
creditors, and no gain to anybody. That of temperance advocates against publicans 
this undoubtedly is the case cannot, I that they sold only intoxicating liquors, 
think, be gainsaid, and it is surely a/@nd did not make any provision for 
cruel thing to a large and industrious refreshments of either a liquid or solid 
body of traders, against whose respect- | description for their patrons, so that a 
ability or honesty as a whole not the |™@n entering a public house for refresh- 
lightest aspersion can be cast, that such | ments was obliged, of necessity, to take 
a callous attempt should be made to i®toxicants, and could not be accommo- 
deprive them of their means of livelihood. dated with other wholesome food, either 
Another point can be made against im a solid or liquid form. To remedy 
these very iniquitous provisions of the | this, philanthropic public houses are 
Bill in Clause 8, and that is, in practi- | being started all over the country, 
ally precluding off licence holders from in which every encouragement is 
wlling anything but wines and spirits | given ‘to the managers of such places 
and beer. Why such a provision should | t° sell food and non-intoxicating drink, 
be made in a licensing enactment as that |Tather than intoxicating liquors; and 
contemplated under Clause 8 it is hard|im face of all these attempts to get 
tounderstand. If a man sells wines and | licensed traders to sell goods other than 
spirits and beer alone by retail for con- intoxicating liquors, comes this new 
sumption off the premises, the continuance proposed enactment, especially directed 
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against off licence holders, to compel 
them, on pain of losing their licence, to sell 
nothing else but intoxicating liquors. 
This seems to bea monstrous absurdity ; 
but then, any proposal seems to be good 
enough, no matter how ridiculous, which 
is calculated in any way to hamper the 
licensed trade. 


It has always been the aspiration of 
everybody having to do with licensed 
property or licences to have the Acts of 
Parliament relating thereto so codified 
that their application would be general, 
and that no glaring discrepancy in re- 
gulations, manners, or methods will 
exist between the form and character of 
licences, whether held in Scotland or 
England. Such also must, of necessity, 
be the desire of the framers of the Bill; 
else chaos would reign again. In face 
of this, it seems extraordinary that, 
having regard to the law as it now 
stands, and as it has been confirmed 
recently, as regards off licences, both in 
Scotland and Ireland, this new and 
revolutionary attempt to upset the whole 
policy underlying off licences in the three 
Kingdoms should be made in England, 
as the promised new enactment here is 
based on a policy of compelling off 
retail licence holders not to sell provi- 
sions, or tea, or such other goods. In 
Ireland, with similar licences, known 
there as spirit grocer licences, it is 
obligatory that the person holding such 
a licence shall sell coffee, tea, cocoa, 
chocolate, or pepper; and in Scotland, 
although the goods to be sold are not 
specified, the licence is known as a 
grocer’s licence, and is obviously in- 
tended and actually is used in connec- 
tion with the sale of such household 
requisites as all descriptions of provisions, 
and other goods needed for household 
consumption. This also, undoubtedly, 
has been the object of the creation of off 
licences in England, which have been 
instituted with a view of affording 
householders an opportunity of obtain- 
ing a supply of intoxicating liquors 
for consumption in their homes, 
either medicinally or as a beverage, or 
for the entertainment of their friends, 
without sending to public houses for 
supplies, and to enable them to consume 
their liquor at their meals. 

That off licences used in conjunction 
with grocers’ premises in England have 


Major Jameson. 
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realised these requirements, goes with- 
out saying; and that they have done 
so with the least possible minimum of 
abuses, either in operation or effect, 
must be conceded by everybody not 
fanatically opposed to the liquor trade 
as a whole. That they are now struck 
at in the unjustifiable manner con- 
templated under the Bill which 
‘threatens the very existence of off 
| licences as at present in use, is not 
due to any defects or evils arising from 
their working. They are assailed 
| because it is thought they can be 
| destroyed with impunity, and because, 
doubtless, too, it is hoped that the 
'strong force behind public house 
licences will not support off licence 
holders in the attack which is being 
made against them. But in this [| 
think that the Government will find 
they are absolutely mistaken. The 
trade will, I believe, stand together 
as one man in resisting attacks made 
upon any branch of their trade. I had 
the pleasure of saying at a large meeting 
the other day that if the trade were 
united they need not fear their enemies. 
‘Under Clause 8 as it now stands 
the justices have power to refuse an 
off licence to a _ grocer unless he 
separates his trade, and this the 
majority of the last Royal Commission 
expressed an emphatic opinion on. So 
this clause, which is absolutely unfair 
to the trade in every detail, is also 
opposed to common sense, and also 
to the opinion of the majority of the 
Royal Commission. 

Now let us look at Clause 9. Here 
the licensing justices, who have been 
placed under the supervision of their 
own clerk, are turned into amateur 
architects, and if alterations are 
| proposed or desired by the owners, the 
justices can insist on such alterations as 
‘they think fit. The most important 
_part of Clause 9 is Sub-section 3, 
with regard to the renewal of licences. 
(It is very important that the point it 
| raises should not be lost sight of, as it pro- 
| poses to place an extraordinary power in 
‘the hands of the licensing authority. 
| The Sub-section is as follows— 


| *On any application for the renewal of a 
licence the iicensing justices may require 4 
plan of the premises to be produced before 
them, and on granting or renewing any licence 
the licensing justices may impose such con- 
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ditions as they think fit as to structural | These three rigid exceptions, which 
alterations in that part of the premises where are the only ones made, will necessi- 
intoxicating liquor is sold or consumed.” ; 7. % » W ¢ 

4 § the justi ant to| the holding of special sessions 
Some of the Justices may want tO! (nce a month. Take the case of a man 
have the alterations in the Gothic style, who belie sith. this wile—or with some 
and Heaven _ gee bie _— other man’s wife—to America. You can- 
0d PSs > % wed s i sai | not bring the man back: he is the other 
ing this worthy board, w ave 


Hie ; : | side of the ocean. His licence will be 
put under the supervision of their own | jog, by the people who hold it, because it 


clerk, into amateur architects, and I) Qannot be renewed for six months, and 
object to that. ‘at the end of that time it will be said, 
I now proceed to Clause 10— |“ Oh, the licence has not been carried on, 
‘A justice shall not be disqualified to act | and it is lost.’ I do not believe the 
for any purpose under the Licensing Acts, | right hon. Gentleman means the clause 


1828 to 1886, or this Act, by reason only of his 'to be used in that way alt tes anh 

being interested in a railway company which fecal ‘id F : . 

is a retailer of intoxicating liquor.” serious y reconsider t 1e framing of it. 
The clause is so ambiguous as to be 


ssively glad the right hon. Gentle- 
canis age ia Mig really worse than useless. 


man is going to take the fine or punish- 
ment off justices who have shares in| Then, to go to Clause 14—that is, if 
a railway company. But if a railway possible, even more ambiguous and more 
company, why not a steamboat company, | objectionable— 

or the Zoological Gardens, to which a} «(j.) The person applying for the transfer 
licence is granted? In my opinion, a of a licence, and the person to whom it is 
Fellow of the Zoological Gardens, or a | Proposed to transfer the licence, shall attend 


, , | at the special sessions at which the application 
shareholder in a steamboat company, | ;, heard, and the agreement, if any, under 


has every bit as much right to sit as which the licence is to be transferred shall be 
a justice as a shareholder in a railway | omen to me Maneing peations. ng oa 

Saree: iat the justices may for good cause shown 
company. I do not know whether | dispense with the pos At we of either of such 
any members of the Government are persons, or hoth. (2.) The licensing justices 
Fellows of the Zoological Gardens, but may make regulations determining the time 
I believe the reason an_ exception | Which must elapse after the hearing of one 
‘s made of shareholders in a railway | application for the transfer of a licence before 
is made of snarenolders “Ya second application for the transfer of the 
company is that there _ are several _ same licence may be made. (3.) The provisions 
railway directors in His Majesty’s “ a a 2 of Section = s the 
Se j setly willine that | Licensing Act, 1872, as to notices of intention 
Government. [am perfectly willing that to transfer, shall apply to all cases of transfer, 
such shareholders should sit as justices | whether the applicant be the proposed trans- 
if the Government will refrain from ex-! feror or the proposed transferee, and shall also 
cluding other shareholders such as I have | apply to applications for the grant, of a licence 
Rensutinall It is evident that the right | under Section 14 of the Alehouse Act, 1828.” 


hon. Gentleman has not gone sufficiently | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 


into the details of this Bill That is) yyst say the hon. and gallant Member 
what I object to, and serious difference | ;, pursuing a most unusual course in a 


of opinion is sure to arise. | Second Reading debate. He is taking 
Now, to take Clause 13. This also is a | the Billand reading section after section, 
very bad clause— ‘and making objections which should 


“ Notwithstanding any enactment to the con- be made in Committee. 

trary, it shall not be lawful fora ye sessional | . IS a 
court to authorise the sale of intoxicating | Major JAMESON: Am I not within 
oe! a any pees a a | my rights if I am opposing the Bill? I 
ing of the next special sessions ie licensing | |). . see z ‘s 
district in which the premises are situate, ex- | ask your ruling, Sir, and, of course, l 
cept where the holder of the licence—(a) dies 3 | should obey it. If I move the rejection 
or (b) becomes incapable of carrying onbusiness of any part of the Bill, am I not in order 
by reason either of illness or of — — lin showing hak these Games axe 
cause ; or (c) has a receiving order in bank- |") . : * eer 

ruptey made against him, and unless the per- | absolutely incom patible with Parts I and 
son making the application has, one week at | III of the Bill? It is impossible for me 
least before the holding of the court, served on | to make my way plain without so doing. 


the superintendent of police for the district the | > | 3: vi ' 
like aeeiee as is sequired in the case of an |! assure you I am not doing it to pro- 


application for the transfer of a licence.” | long the debate in the slightest degree. 
2U 2 
a a 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and’ 
gallant Member must adhere to the, 
usual practice on a Second Reading, and | 
that is, to deal with subjects which are 
matters of principle in the Bill, and to 
deal with them as principles—not to go 
into the details of each clause and each 
section of a clause. 


Major JAMESON : Surely, Sir, all I 
am doing is this. 
principles one by one—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: But the hon. and 
gallant Member is finding a principle 
in every line, and that is the objection. 


Mason JAMESON: Then I will 
merely point out what the result of this 
Bill will be. The Bill is certainly one of 
the most fearful, if not most wonderful, 
Bills which have ever seen the light of 
day in this country. I could challenge 
—hut in deference to your ruling I will 
not—every clause in the Bill. Having 
shown the absolute incongruity of 
Clause 8 and the other clauses of the Bill, 
I will content myself by saying that 
Parts I and III would have some justi- 
fication, but that Parts I, II, and III 
together can have no justification what- 
soever. It may be necessary—I believe 
it is—that a Bill to amend the law with 
regard to drunkards should be brought 
in, but why sandwich it with a licensing 
Bill and a Bill for the registration vf 
clubs? Why make it a criminal Bill, and 
endeavour to label as a criminal institution 
the trade which for years has found 
the bulk of the taxation of this country ? 
The Bill is brought in against the trade 
because any stick is good enough to beat 
a dog with. I maintain that the Bill is 
not justified by either the Minority 
or the Majority Report of the Royal 
Commission, and I cannot understand 
anybody who has read those Reports 


arguing that it is so justified. As 
the hon. Member for Bolton has told 
the House, most of the evidence is 


unworthy of credence, and unworthy of 
any Royal Commission. But are His 
Majesty's Government always so delighted 
to follow out the recommendations of a 
Royal Commission? How about the 
Financial Relations Commission? The 
Report of that Commission has never 
been touched But yet the trade, the 
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' statement. 





members of which have supported His , 





Bill. 
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Majesty’s 
cheers and laughter.] Oh, it is at once 
necessary that the Report of any Royal 
Commission which affects your friends 
should be seen to. But when it does not 
affect your friends, you are not so 
thunderingly anxious to take notice of 
what a Royal Commission had done. 

I am not going to move the rejection 
of this Bill. I am going to move an 
Amendment which will at all events help 
the right hon. Gentleman, and also the 
First Lord of the Treasury, who told the 
House that this was an uncontentious 
Bill—and I do not want to falsify that 
Every Member of the House 
is desirous that the question of habitual 
drunkards should be dealt with, and 
would have allowed the part dealing with 
that question, if it had been treated as 
such, to go through without a division and 
with little discussion. But what we 
object to is the sandwiching of this bolus, 
and putting it down our throats wholesale. 
I wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to endeavour to meet the views of the 
Amendment which I am about to propose. 
I beg to move to omit Part II from this 
Bill, and I hope the First Lord of the 
Treasury will give this matter his serious 
consideration. I trust we shall be met 
by the Government upon the principle I 
have laid down—that no Bill should deal 
with the Habitual Drunkards Act and with 
licensing at the same time. My Amend- 
ment will give the right hon. Gentleman 
an opportunity of bringing in another 
Licensing Act, and if Part IL is struck 
out I do not think there will be any 
difficulty in passing Part I and Part UL. 
I beg to move that Part II be omitted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not an 
Amendment which I can put to the 
House. 

(5.30.) Mr. TRITTON (Lamieth, 


Norwood): There is one thing about the 
hon. Member who has just dilated at such 
length upon this Bill which we cannot help 
admiring, and that is his consistency. I do 
not think we have ever had a measure 
brought forward dealing with the drink 
question but what the hon. and gallant 
Member puts down a Motion to the effect 
“that it be read a second time this day 
six months.” I only wish that his efforts 
were put to a better cause than to 
stopping every attempt made for the 
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amelioration of the condition of the people | Home Secretary will realise that every- 
of this land and every effort to remove | body is desirous of seeing this Bill put 
the great temptations which greet them | through all its stages, and carried into 
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in all directions. In the few moments I 
shall address the House I wish to say | 


that I hope my right hon. friend the | 4), 
Home Secretary and the Government | 


will fully realise that they have got the | 
support of the country at their back in | 
this matter. I do not doubt that we shall | 
hear a great deal about the support which | 
has been given to this measure by temper- | 
ance societies of all sorts throughout the | 
country, and we shall be told that tem- | 
perance organisations heartily approve 

of this Bill. Nevertheless, I want the} 
House and the Government to realise 
that there is a vast number of people in 

this land who do not belong to temper- 

ance societies, and who will not subscribe | 
to them, but who, at the same time, are 
most anxious that something should be 
done to bring about a better state of 
things. They are constant witnesses of | 
all the misery and poverty which are | 
brought about by the evil habits of in- | 
temperance, and they look, not to tem- 

perance societies, but to the Government | 
of the day to step in and do something | 
to alter this sad condition of affairs. 


law this session. 


I may be called an enthusiast upon 
is question, but I do not mind that ; 
nd I have no hesitation in saying that 
no more important measure than this has 
been brought before the House this session. 
Though I am in favour of the Water 
Purchase Biil, I think this measure is 
more required. [ think it is even more 
necessary than the Education Bill, and 
a great deal more important than the 
alteration of our rules of procedure. 
Therefore I hope that the Government 
will carry this measure right through. 
I know that I have my own particular 
fads, but I do not go so far as to say 
that I shall not support any measure, 


\and that it will not be satisfactory to 


me unless it contains my own particular 
licensing fads. On the contrary, | 
welcome any measure of temperance 
reform, and [ take all I can get. I 
welcome any measure, more particularly 
from the Executive Government, dealing 
with this great and important subject. 
This Bill deals with three special sides 
It deals with drunken- 





| of this question. 

These people have been looking forward ness, and contains most useful clauses 
for a great many years to temperance jin this respect. I am not going into 
reform with disappointment, and they | details, and I will only say under this 
have waited with a pitiful longing to see | heading that when you have included 
something done in the matter by the in the proposed amendment of the law 
Government. It is avery long timesince | as to drunkenness such things as the 
we had the privilege of a Second Reading | apprehension of persons found drunk 
debate in this House upon a measure of and incapable in public __ places; 
licensing reform brought forward by) penalties for being drunk while in 
any Government holding office in this charge of a child; power to require 
country. I can well remember the time |a person convicted of drunkenness to 
when the Bill of 1893 was introduced by give security for good behaviour; the 
the Liberal Government then in power. burden of proof in case of drunkenness 
To that Bill the House gave a First Read- | on licensed premises ; protection for the 
ing, but no amount of persuasion and | wife or husband of the habitual drunk- 
entreaty could induce them to name ard: and the prohibition of the sale 
the day for the Second Reading. Andj of liquor to persons declared to be 
so, unfortunately, that Bill disappeared, | habitual drunkards—these are all steps 
and it found a watery grave in “the|in the right direction of true temper- 
flowing tide” of 1895. Now we have at) ance reform. We have often heard it 
last got a Government bringing forward | said that you cannot make people sober 
a measure of temperance reform, and by Act of Parliament. That may be; 
giving us an opportunity for a Second! but you can do a great deal by Act 
Reading debate upon a Bill dealing with | of Parliament to prevent them getting 
the subject of licensing reform. I) drunk. It is because I believe that the 
notice that the Motion for rejecting the! various clauses in this Bill will have 
measure has not been moved, and | hope that effect that I give it my hearty 
that His Majesty’s Government and the support. 
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Part II. contains eleven clauses ifthey are allowed to continue unchecked 
dealing with amendments to the and unrestrained, will tend still further 
licensing laws. We have heard a in the direction of our national degrada- 


great deal about the Royal Commission 
on licensing. That Commission sat for 
three years, and it did an immense 
amount of work. It was composed of 
men of all classes, and it issued a Blue- 
book unequalled in interest by any Blue- 
book yet issued on this subject by the 
House of Commons, and which has done 
more to open the eyes of the public to 
the evils of intemperance than any other 
book. We see that a better state of 
things is making itself felt upon the 
benches of magistrates. They are 
declaring that they want to lessen 
intemperance and that they are most 
desirous of putting down excessive 
drinking. I hope the Government will 
stand firm on Clause 8 and not be led 
away by such appeals as the House has 
just listened to. With regard to the 
regulation of clubs, we all know how 
many clubs there are which are regular 
down-right drinking hells, and if my 
right hon. friend the Home Secretary 
can see his way to suppress these 
places of evil repute, he will have done 
very good service to his country. If this 
Bill has an error, it errs on the side of 
modesty. If it has a fault, it is that it is 
too small, Nevertheless, itis a useful and 
a desirable Bill. Its provisions all tend 
to decrease drunkenness, and anything 
which does that should surely command 
the attention and approval of this House. 
It tends towards making a soberer nation, 
and I am an advocate for a sober nation. 
I know what a sober nation means. It 
means less sin and sorrow, less crime 
and cruelty, less pain and poverty, less 
ruin and less wreckage. It means 
happier hearths and homes, and it means 
a people more fitted to cope successfully 
with those ever increasing imperial 
responsibilities which, whether we like 
them or not, are slowly but surely falling 
upon this Empire. I commend this Bill 
most earnestly to the House, and if I may 
—as a humble back-bench supporter of 
the Government—I desire to thank the 
Government most heartily for introduc- 
ing this measure. I believe the Govern- 
ment have introduced this measure as a 
sincere and honest attempt to lessen 
those sad evils of intemperance which 
constitute a national shame, and which, 


Mr. Tritton. 


tion. 


*(5.44.) Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): With regard to this measure [| 
can speak on behalf of the whole of the 
temperance party in the country, and 
I can say that it will receive their ap- 
proval and support, and we shall honestly 
endeavour at each stage of the measure 
to amend it. There is no doubt that the 
solution of the drink problem would 
settle half-a-dozen other problems of 
great importance, and which are owing 
to drunkenness. There are questions 
continually coming before the House, 
and under the consideration of social 
reformers and politicians, which would 
be solved with tenfold ease if only we 
could solve the great question under 
consideration this afternoon. It is little 
creditable to this country that we have 
a million paupers, and many others who 
are always in a state of poverty, this 
House knowing perfectly well that the 
main cause of poverty and the conse- 
quent pauperism in this country is the 
existence of the 160,000 liquor shops 
which we have allowed in past times to 
come into existence. In the face of this 
I cannot help expressing a feeling of 
disappointment that the measure before 
the House is of sosmall and _ pettifogging 
a character. I do not blame the Home 
Secretary. I have to acknowledge that 
this House presents no indication of any 
real desire toface thistremendous problem. 
We have to proceed by steps, and although 
the present Government only propose by 
this Bill to make two or three low steps, 
they are upward and forward, and 
because they are forward the measure 
has my hearty support. Without express- 
ing too much gratitude to a faint- 
hearted Government, we do not want 
to quench the smoking flax: we hope 
to fan it into flame in subsequent sessions. 

I am disappointed that the Bill shows no 
attempt to reduce the number of liquor 
shops in this country. That is a ques- 
tion on which we are all agreed. The 
members of the Royal Commission were 
agreed that the number of liquor shops 
ought to be decreased. 





I think the 





68 


er 
la- 


m- 


he 
nd 
ip- 
ily 
ire 
he 


ld 


ng 
ns 
Se, 
ial 
Id 
ve 
er 
tle 
ve 
ho 
Lis 
he 
se- 
he 
ps 
to 
iis 


of 


1g 
ne 
at 


1y 
rh 


oy 
IS, 








1169 Licensing 


Home Secretary secured legislationin 1882 


whereby magisterial control would have | 
been given over beer houses with off | 
to be dealt with seriously, and I sincerely 
trust that the Home Secretary will not 


licences without any talk of compensation. 
Now it appears he is afraid to deal with 


these i869 beer houses, because he does not | 


wish to raise the contentious question of 
compensation. The hon. 


and little wool, withdrew the Motion for 


the rejection of the Bill of which he had | 


given notice, and substituted another, 
which, from his knowledge of the pro- 
cedure of the House, he must know is 
hopelessly out of order. We had an 
instance at Liverpool of the value of 
reduction in the eleven years from 1889 
to 1900. The number of liquor shops 
in that great city was reduced by 338, 
and what has been the consequence of 
these reductions ? In 1889 the convictions 
for drunkenness were 14,368, and in 
1900 3,938. It seems that crime has 
synchronised with the reduction, for in 
1899 the Watch Committee reduced the 
number of police in the city by 100, 
the saving thereby effected amounting to 
£8,000. Iam glad to believe that under 
even the small Bill now before us there 
is a reasonable possibility of some slight 


reduction in the number of public houses, | 


and anything that will reduce the drink- 
ing facilities of this country is all for 
good, and will be accepted by the temper- 
ance party very thankfully indeed. I 
believe myself that scores oi great centres 
of population would benefit in the same 
direction if the 1869 beer houses were 
placed under the control of the magis- 
trates. I will not discuss Parts I and 
Il of the Bill at any length. I am 
prepared to accept them as they stand, 
but they will probably be improved 
during the Committee stage of the Bill. 

Regarding what has been said by 
previous speakers with reference to the 
attitude of the temperance party as to 


grocers’ licences, I would say that I think ' 


that class of licence is probably the 
least hurtful of any on the Statute-book. 
[think the hon. Member in his speech 
did not do justice to the common sense 


and fair play which generally actuate | 
trouble ourselves about the wealthy West 
End clubs. There were three witnesses 


the licensing magistrates of this country, 
if he thought they were going to make 
a wholesale reduction of those licences. 


Part III is conceived on altogether ' 
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'wrong lines, and in Committee ! shall 


and gallant | 
Member for West Clare, after much cry | 


| tory. 
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feel bound to move some rather radical 
Amendments. Certainly they will have 


take up a hostile position towards them. 
No Bill dealing with clubs can be 
accepted as satisfactory which does not 
definitely aim at extinction of the bogus 
drinking club. What is wanted is regis- 
tration of bund fide clubs and the closing 
of bogus clubs. This Bill admits every 


class of drinking club, however objec- 


tionable, to the privilege of registration 
under Clause 19. Then, it throws on 
the public the onerous and difficult work 


of removing objectionable clubs from a 


register upon which they ought never 
to have been placed, by Clause 21. 
Unless the Bill contains clear definitions 
of the class of club that ought to be 
entitled to the privilege of registration, it 
will be worse than worthless. In Com- 
mittee I shall move Amendments placing 
such definitions in the Bill, and | trust 
the Home Secretary will leave himself 
in the hands of the House, and accept 
whatever they may decide with regard 
to a Bill both sides of the House are 
willing to treat as practically non-con- 
troversial. 

The Bill should be amended to define 
(1) what is the character and bona fides 
of the clab to be registered; (2) the 
quality of premises upon which such a 
club ought to be carried on; (3) to 
refuse recognition of a proprietary club ; 
(4) to secure that publicans deprived of 
their licence shall not evade the evident 
intention of the licensing laws by con- 
verting their premises into a drinking 
club. These are the foundation require- 
ments of sound legislation against bogus 
clubs, and will not interfere in the 
smallest degree with any ona fide mem- 
bers’ club desiring to sell liquor to its 
members. No Bill that does not deal 
with these points can be really satisfac- 
These principles received impor- 
tant and valuable support before the 
Royal Commission of which I had the 
honour to be a Member. We need not 


examined before the Royal Commission 


whose evidence is cf special interest. 
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Mr. B. T. Hall, secretary of the Working | 
Men’s Club and Institute Union, said— | 
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“The conditions which the Union recom- 
mended as necessary to registration were as 
follow :— 

The rules must provide— 

(1.) Method of election of members ; at least | 
seven days to elapse between election and 
nomination. 

(2.) Cireumstances under which membership 
lapses. 

(3.) Hours of op2ning and closing. 

(4.) That a list of members’ names and 
addresses be kept at the club. 

(5.) That the club be completely under the 
control of the members generally. 

(6.) That the rules should only be altered at 
a general meeting of the club. 

(7.) That there should be regular meetings 
of the committee or governing body. 

(8.) That no visitors should be allowed after 
the closing hours of licensed premises. He 
admitted, however, that this would be difficult, 
if not impossible, to enforce. 

Each application for registration to be 

on form supplied by the registrar, accom- 
panied by sufficient copies of the rules for 
publication, and a sworn declaration by the 
applicants of the names of the responsible 
officers of the club, and that no one was | 
directly or indirectly interested in the sale | 
of excisables.” 
The Union also recommends a good 
deal more of that character. Mr. J. May, | 
hon. secretary of the Yorkshire Federa- 
tion of Liberal Clubs, said— 

‘The clubs were in favour of a system of | 
compulsory registration by a central authority 
(a local one was objected to on political | 
grounds), practically on the same lines as those 
recommended by Mr. Hall. on behalf of the | 


Club and Institute Union. All objected to 
police entry.” 


Mr. H. Bryans, secretary of the Associa- 
tion of Conservative Clubs, said— 

‘* Registration was unneressary and of little 
use. It was possible to impose good rules on 
the clubs, but it seemed impossible to super- 
vise their enforcement. They had, however, | 
no particular objection to registration. They | 
preferred a central to a local authority. The | 
registering authority might work a good deal | 
through existing federations of clubs. Thirty | 
to fifty members might be the minimum | 
allowed to constitute a club.” 
A careful study of the evidence given | 
by those three gentlemen and many | 
others, not only before the Royal | 
Commission, but before the Select | 
Committee of this House in 1894, with | 
regard to the Bill which I was a} 
party to introducing, and which was | 
similar to the one I introduced last | 
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| clubs. 





Bill, 


would gladly welcome, some means by 
which they could be placed on the 
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register and bogus clubs would not. 
| I am satisfied that no respectable and 
well-ordered club of working men or 


any other class would object to the 
reasonable precautions that ought to 
be taken before any club was registered 
and so recognised as a bond fide club. 

I should like briefly to indicate 
the way in which the Bill should be 
amended. I think with regard to 
Clause 19 that Sub-section 2 should 
be omitted altogether and a fresh one 
drafted on the lines recommended by 
Mr. Hall and the other representatives 
of the clubs. There is a very important 
question not touched in this Bill which 
I think ought to be included. There 
ought to be some provision that the 
premises used as a club. are of a 


suitable kind. Many of these clubs are 


carried on in objectionable and dangerous 
places, and are open at all hours of 
the night. The premises are of an 
inferior kind. I think that no club 
should be registered in regard to any pre- 
mises unless these premises are suitable 
and fulfil the reasonable demands of the 
law relating to the licensing of ordinary 
public houses. I should say that the 


|lowest standard for an ordinary beer 


house for consumption on the premises 
should be put in force in regard to 
I do not want to detain the 
House with instances of the clubs which 
I have described, but I would like to 
read a letter which an old Member of 


| this House—Admiral Field—who is the 


chairman of a large licensing division 
comprising three petty sessional areas 
in South Hants, with over 300 licensed 
houses and some forty off licences, wrote 
to the Home Secretary, and of which 
he sent me a copy. The Admiral 
says— 

“Our anxiety now is to see the present 
Bill improved by inserting a clause giving 
the justices full authority to refuse to register 
any club, if in their opinion the premises are 


| not suitable or proper tor numbers of men 


to assemble in for social enjoyment, precisely 
in the same way that justices are now called 
upon to decide as to the structural fitness of 
licensed premises. I have a glaring illustra- 


tion in my mind of a workmen’s club not 


session, shows that the members of | far off being opened in a loft over a stable 


bond fide 
representing the members of bona fide | 


clubs and the associations | @ppreached by ordinary step-ladder from 
| inside ; the roof had no ceiling ; rafters, cross- 


' beams, and purlino were all exposed, with 


clubs would not only not resent, but paratin lamps suspended from them, the 


Mr. Caine. 
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fooring not tight nor tongued. In fact, it 
was a bonfire ready laid for lighting. 
inspected it several times, and told the 
leaders that it was dangerous to meet in such 
premises, and that it ought to be closed. I 
wrote to the Chief Constable of the county 
and requested his attention to it with a view 
to some action being taken either b 

lice or the Rural District Council. also 
called the attention of the Inland Revenue 
to the matter, but all felt powerless to compel 
the club to move into suitable premises. The 
men used to remain up till three and four 
in the morning, and the club was opened on 
Sunday mornings as early as 9 a.m. Would 


it not be advisable to require every club house | 
to be of a certain ratable value, as with beer | 


houses, varying with the population? Lastly, 


Iwould suggest that where a licensed house | 


has been deprived of its licence for misconduct 


it should not be possible to keep the same | 


house open as a workmen’s club. Some few 
years back in this parish we closed a licensed 


house for miseonduct, and our decision was | 
Within ten days it was | 
opened as a workmen’s club, being labelled | 


upheld on appeal. 


in conspicuous letters, high up, ‘The Work- 
men’s Club.’ 
audacity drew customers, and for a time it 
flourished pretty well. I had detectives 
emploved by the Inland Revenue Department, 
as well as by the police. I ealled on the 
chairman of the Inland Revenue Department 
in London, but nothing could be done. The 
novelty of the thing got stale, and at last the 
club died for lack of customers and left debts 
unpaid. The brewer's manager was chairman 
of the committee of the club. 
stid enough to ensure your ready aid in 


putting a stop to scandals of this kind in | 


future.” 


I propose to move Amendments which | 


will require clubs applying for registra- 
tion to be carried on upon premises of a 


minimum annual value, based upon the | 


sliding scale laid down for beer houses in 
the Licensing Act of 1872. Another 
cause is necessary in 
with an evil of growing magnitude. 
It should be provided that the Registrar 
of Clubs must be satisfied, before he 


places a club on the register, that it is | 


to be carried on in premises which 


have not been used as licensed premises | 


This 


during the previous five years. 


8 to prevent public houses or beer | 
houses which, for various reasons, have. 
been refused licences, being turned into | 
There was the case of a small | 
brewer who had thirteen different houses | 
in thirteen different villages tied to | 


clubs. 


him as liquor shops. One of these 
shops lost its licence because the magis- 
trates found that it was the constant 
resort of poachers. The brewer turned 
it into a club, and his forty members 
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the | 


This exhibition of humorous | 


I hope I have | 


order to deal | 
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| were charged ls. a year for subscrip- 


I tion, and the place went on merrily as a 


| club—the only difference being that there 
| was no police supervision, and that the 
| poachers enjoyed themselves there of a 
| shiny night before they went out to their 
| less nefarious occupation. So well did the 
club answer, that this excellent brewer 
abandoned all his licences, and is now the 
| proprietor of thirteen tied clubs. 1 remem- 
| ber another instance in which a brewer, 
| whom I met when travelling by railway, 
told me that he had built a public house 
in South Wales at a cost of £2,800. It 
wag in the neighbourhood of a_ large 
colliery, and he had applied for a licence 
three years in succession, and had been 
refused the licence three years in succes- 
sion owing to the opposition of the 
colliery owners and the railway company. 
This gentleman then turned his place 
into a club, and he boasted of its success. 
I went into this so-called club—I had 
/never been in the place before, and no 
one introduced me—and walked up to 
the bar and called for a pint of ale, which 
was promptly served me, and I paid for 
it. So far as I know, that pint of ale is 
still on the counter. I was a thorough 
stranger, but had no difficulty whatever 
in walking into the club and treating it 
_as a public house. 


These are instances which might 
be multiplied, but I have, I think, 

iven enough to show that if we are to 
om satisfactory legislation there are 
provisions which ought to be in the 
Bill dealing with so important and 
difficult a question. In Clause 21 there 
are certain conditions laid down which 
would disqualify a club. I admit that 
this clause is a very difficult one, but it 
practically throws on the public the onus 
of finding out whether a club is bogus 
or not, and of laying information. The 
difficulty will be very great, for how are 
you to find that out unless you are a 
member? I think there should be an 
increase of the grounds on which a club 
may be struck of the register. I think 
there should be a sub-section to Clause 
21 prohibiting any obligation on the 
part of these clubs to buy their intoxi- 
cating liquors from a particular person 
or persons. There is another important 
detail left out of the Bill, but which ought 
‘to be put into it. The sale by these 
clubs of liquor for consumption of the 
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premises ought certainly to be dealt | 
with. People might be seen sallying 
forth from these clubs at 10 or 11 on 
a Saturday night, carrying liquor with 
them for consumption at home. That is 
a competition with the public houses 
which ought not to be permitted, seeing 
that the clubs pay nothing to the 
Revenue. There is another very im- 
portant point which must have escaped 
the attention of the Home Secretary. | 
Iam advised by competent authorities 
that proprietary clubs are illegal, and 
words ought to be inserted in the Bill 
by which there can be no misunder- 
standing on that point. As I understand, 
this Bill is to be sent upstairs to a Grand 
Committee, and there will be plenty of 
time to thoroughly discuss and thresh | 
out all these points. The agreement in 
regard to all these questions relating to | 
bogus clubs is very great. The liquor 
trade want to get rid of them, and the | 
temperance party feel very strongly that | 
this is one of the most important 
branches of temperance reform. The} 
Home Secretary would have all the 
support o! the representatives of the 
liquor interest, who are as anxious as the 
temperance party to get Clause 21 put 
right. Personally I have no difficulty in 
co-operating with anybody to secure a 
diminution of the facilities for obtain- 
ing intoxicating liquor, and I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
managers of bona fide clubs are sincerely 
anxious to have this question settled 
once tor all on practical lines, so as 
to get rid of all bogus clubs. I hope 
that the Home Secretary will give 
every possivle encouragement to put 
this clause right, and for my part I will 
do my best to assist the right hon. 
Gentleman to pass this Bill into law. 


*(6.14.) Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): | 
I approve generally of this Bill, but 
I wish to associate myself with what 
has been said in opposition to the 
eighth clause, which places grocers’ 
licences under the absolute control of | 
the justices. There is a great objection | 
in every part of the country to this. 
clause, the effect of which will be to. 
keep down the number of grocers’ | 
licences, which are a very great con-| 
venience to a very large, meritorious, and | 
increasing section of the community—_ 

Mr, Caine. 
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that is, the moderate, self-restraining, 
temperate people. One object of grocers’ 
licences is to encourage the consumption 
of light French wines instead of the 
more intoxicating wines of other 
foreign countries. Another object is 
to enable those people who object to 
go to public houses to be able to get 
what they require at grocers’ shops, 
These people’s feelings are as much to 
be respected as any other class of the 
community. In many cases, if this 
clause passes into law, this channel of 
supply will be cut off altogether if the 
justices are given absolute control. In 
that event it will be extremely hard 
should anyone be compelled, whether he 


likes it or not, to go to the public house 


for what he requires or else become a 
The tem- 
perate many ought not to be hampered 
for the sake of the intemperate few. 
The objection brought against grocers’ 
licences is that they lead to excessive 
drinking. I think the House ought to 
bear in mind that for thirty-nine years, 
ever since grocers’ licences were estab- 
lished, not a single complaint has been 
made in regard to them, and there has 
not been a single prosecution for in- 
fringement of the licensing law in regard 
to these licences. I trust that the Home 
Secretary will see his way to withdraw 
Clause 8 in Committee. 


(6.17.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Ide- 
sire to congratulate the Home Secretary 
upon the reception which has been given 
to this Bill, which might be regarded as 
an honest attempt to deal with some of 


the evils of intemperance. It has been 
well received both in the House and 


the country, and it is the one Bill for 
‘which we may predict a smooth and 


safe passage through the rocks and 
shoals of Parliamentary navigation. 

know there are many hon. Members 
on both sides of the House who would 
like to go a great deal further than 
this Bill, but at any rate the measure 
is a step forward, and as such we 
welcome it. I shall confine my observa 
tions to commenting upon a very few 
matters. I welcome the first part of 
the Bill, and I am particularly inter- 
ested in the clause which makes it an 


offence for a drunken person to be in 


charge of a child under the age of seven 
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177 
rears. It is one of the best features of 
be present age that we are trying to 
take more care of our children. I think 
it will be possible to increase this age 
limit a little later on. 

With regard to the second part of the 
fill, 1 hope that the right hon. Gentle- 


man will stick to Clause 8. We have | 


lad one or two letters of remonstrance, 


jut I believe that the justices can be | 


nsted to deal with this matter in a 


tisiactory way. Upon this point the’ 


on. Member for Bolton, in his very 
ible speech, gave the reins to his 
imagination to a large extent, and he 


trated this as a very large matter of | 


principle. I venture to say that it is 


comparatively a small matter, and I do. 


not think the justices will refuse licences 


mreasonably, and every one who has | 
laken part in licensing sessions knows | 


hw readily wine and off licences 


are granted, compared with any other | 


licences. The justices, 1 am sure, may 
trusted in this matter, for they do 
not readily take away licences which 
have once been granted, and as it is 
aid to be desirable in regard to 
education to have one authority for all 
dasses of education, so I think it is 
equally desirable that we should have 
me authority for all kinds of licences. 
I should like to say one or two words 
upon the question of clubs, and in this 
respect there is a new departure which 
| heartily welcome in this part of the 
measure. There are great dangers in 
rgard to these clubs, and in a con- 
tituency like mine, containing ‘sixty or 
eventy working men’s clubs, there 
aust be a danger in some of them 
indulging in practices which it is 
itsirable to stop. Although I am a 
vam supporter of temperance reform, 


lhave always thought that it is unfair 
remain so strict with publicans while | 
At the same) 
ime I do not wish to harass these clubs, | 
or there are good and bad clubs, but 

he good ones preponderate. Neverthe- | 
that some fear has been expressed about 
| Clause 21. Ignotum pro magnifico. But I 
| hope it will be made clear in Committee 


ubs are unregulated. 


ss the bad clubs are worse than public 
houses, because they are not regulated. 
A recent decision in the courts has 
idded to this danger, 
ven declared that it is not illegal for 
‘member to send an agent to purchase 
liquor for consumption off the premises. 
This opens a wide door for abuse, for 
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| here is the very chance for the drunken 


because it has | 
| and every chance given to accused to 
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'man to get his liquor which you are 
‘trying in other parts of this Bill to 
| prevent. 


With regard to proprietary clubs, | am 
told that they are increasing. I am in- 
formed that their legality is very doubt- 
ful, but under this Bill they would become 
legalised, and this point is very important. 
All licensing legislation is by the way of 
control of private monopoly in the sale 
of drink. It seems to me proprietary clubs 
might easily make a new private 
monopoly, subject to far less control, 
and so this matter wants great care. 
What does this Bill do? In clubs where 
drink is sold it enforces the registration 
of the name and address of the club and 
the secretary, and the filing of the rules, 
subscription, and number of members; 
and theseclubs may be struck off if they 
have ceased to exist and are not con- 
ducted in good faith as clubs, and if 
frequent drunkenness takes place in 
them. A justice of the peace may grant 
a search warrant on reasonable ground. 
Now, under the Bill as presented the 
only hold of justices is: ‘“ That it is 
not conducted in good faith as a club.” 
The rules are submitted—not the ac- 
counts. The justices have no power over 
the rules. A small coterie of proprietor's 
creatures may be established, and huge 
profits may accrue to the proprietors. 
Men and women may drink there all 
day and all night, and there is no 
remedy if the drunkenness is not 
frequent. It is not for me to suggest 
words now, but a clause ought to be 
introduced to make these proprietary 
clubs illegal henceforth. 

With regard to selling for off consump- 
tion, this ought to be stopped entirely, 
because it is absolutely unnecessary in 
regard to these clubs. Further than 
this we cannot go yet, but registration 
will be a gain. Frequent drunkenness 
being a cause for closing, this will help 
the police enormously ; and the power of 
search will also be of great service. I know 


that any complaint will be fully sifted 


‘rebut. I am very glad the Home 


| Secretary has made it clear here as well 
| as outside that it will be quite impossible 
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for justices to arbitrarily close a club| is nothing more conducive to intemper- 
without hearing both sides of the ques- | ance than these clubs, especially the so- 
tion and deciding the matter upon its | called proprietary clubs, which are 
legal and proper grounds. I take great nothing less than licensed drinking shops, 
interest in this matter, because probably As regards what was said by the hon. 
there are sixty or seventy clubs in my| Member for Oldham repecting club 
constituency, and in the few bad ones I | registration, and the restriction of the 
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believe this Bill will be helpful. 


There are two other points that I 
want to mention. This Bill is largely 
non-contentious, but it proposes some 
reforms in the procedure and remedies 
some erying evils ; consequently we shall 
do nothing to endanger it. There are, 
however, one or two matters left out 
which could be easily put in. At the 
present time I think it is an intolerable 
hardship that justices may have to pay 
costs in cases where they deem it right 
to appear in appeals to quarter sessions 
against refusal to renew or grant licences. 
These justices serve for no reward. 
They give time and ability to their work, 
and they honestly hear and consider the 
cases. If in the exercise of their discretion 
they refuse grant or renewal, they may be 
dragged into court by a powerful and 
wealthy trade, and the decision may go 
against them. In not afew cases they 
have themselves to pay costs. ‘This is a 
grossly unjust punishment to men trying 
to dotheir duty. I venture to put this 
point before the Home Secretary, but 
otherwise in regard to this Bill I have 
only to say in conclusion that I hope I 
have made it clear that I am not in any 
way hostile to the measure, for I welcome 


‘sale of liquor on these premises, | 
‘think those restrictions should be made 
'more stringent. Now with regard to 
| Clause 8. It is right, in my opinion, 
that there should be one licensing 
authority. It is almost impossible to 
deal with what is called the drink ques. 
tion without one controlling authority. 
Ihave in my hand the report of the 
licensing magistrates of Manchester, and 
they complain that the law requires 
them to grant licences which they in 
the exercise of their discretion would 
otherwise refuse. It is ditficult to carry 
out discretionary powers of this kind, 
and I am not satisfied that Clause 8, as 
|it stands—powers of the justices as to 
retail off licences—gives fair protection 
to the legitimate trade of the grocer. 
It is quite untrue, both as regards the 
evidence before the Royal Commission 
and experience outside, that these grocers’ 
licences have led to what is called in- 
temperance in this country. I believe 
that, on the contrary, they have had a 
good influence in themselves, because the 
conditions under which liquor is sold 
are such as to conduce to temperance 
and sobriety. Now, what power ought 
to be given to the licensing authority! 
I quite agree that the power ought to 








it, and hope it wi i : 4 
» and hope it will soon become law. | be increased, but I am not in favour of 


|what is called free and unqualified dis 
(6.29.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, cretion, which in my opinion in this case 
Stretford): I want to say a few words would mean free and unqualified indis 
on Clause 8. As regards the general cretion, because such discretion, though 
purposes of this Bill, 1 cordially support | it may appear very fair generally, often 
them, because I believe the measure will) Works very harshly on a particular 
help to make England a more sober Class. You get nocontinuity of conduct; 
nation, and put an end to some of the you get different treatment in different 
worst evils of intemperance, which we all | districts. 
desire to put an end to. In Clause 4, Now, what is the condition of thing 
the suggestion is made that the burden|in this Clause 8? You have a large 
of proof should be changed in case of number of businesses which have been 
drunkenness on licensed premises. I do legitimately built up under grocers 
not think that that is any hardship at licences—let me take the case of a par 
all. Before I say a word or two on ticular grocer carrying on a legitimate 
Clause 8, I might say a few words on) business for a large number of years, 
these bogus clubs. It is perfectly who has a considerable bulk of his 
monstrous that these clubs should be | capital invested in wines and spirits. 1s 
Jeft without police supervision. There | his business to be placed at the free and 
Mr. Emmott. 
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unqualified discretion of a particular 
hench of magistrates? I do not distrust 
any particular bench of magistrates, but 
[distrust giving them this power. What 
isthe position of the holder of a grocer’s 
licence? He will not be supported by 
the advocates of temperance, nor will 
he be supported by the holders of ordinary 
public house licences with whom he is 
incompetition, and what position will he 
be in before these licensing tribunals, 
when, at the present time even, in my 
opinion the Licensing Acts are most un- 
atisfactorily dealt with. It is the one 
case in which our magisterial system 
does not act beneficially. You want, if 
possible, a more judicial authority. These 
matters ought to be dealt with in a 
judicial way, and not in the particular 
view of a particular magistrate on the 
bench at a particular time. We have no 
ground for believing that the tribunal 
to which these grocers’ licences will be 
brought will give a fair and impartial 
judgment in that particular case. I would 
suggest to the right hon. Gentleman 
whether some provision might not be 
properly introduced in a clause of this 
kind to ensure that the discretion is 
exercised fairly. You might have a 
discretion in regard to population. | 
have not the slightest objection myself 
tothis. If the holder of a licence commits 
an offence against the law, he may lose 
his licence, and licence holders must take 
tiskks of that kind, but I do not want 
the low fide trader who has built up 
his business in a legitimate way to be at 
the mercy of a body like many of these 
licensing tribunals are. I should not 
have troubled the House at this stage, 
but this Bill, I understand, is to go before 
a Grand Committee, and not before a 
Committee of this House, and in my 
opinion in temperance reform you 


should not unjustly attack the particu- | 


kr interest of a trade legitimately built 
up and carried on. 


*(6.40) Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Spen Valley): I wish to join in 


the welcome given to this Bill, and to | dj * ae a le 
thank the right hon. Gentleman who | SPe2@!ng was coming trom their wives 
7 'and families. 


introduced it. It contains many 
useful minor reforms. It is true it is 
not what might be called a _ great 
measure, and it would give us an 


opportunity to say it was not worthy of | 
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a strong Government, but I am not 
going to take that attitude. I am dis- 
posed to be thankful for small mercies 
in the way of licensing reform from such 
a Government as is now in office. 
Amendments will, of course, be 
necessary, but those Amendments, I 
think, should be on the lines of the Bill, 
and for my part I would deprecate any 
attempt in Committee to extend the 
measure in other directions. There are 
several provisions in this Bill, and it is 
rather difficult to discuss the principle 
of a Bill which is really of an omnibus 
character. For one thing, the Bill 
will make convictions for permitting 
drunkenness on licensed premises more 
certain. The number of failures in 
prosecutionsof publicansis extraordinary. 
According to the last police report on 
the subject of prosecutions, 40 per cent. 
of the police prosecutions for breaches 
of the licensing laws in London 
failed, while the failures in all other 
kinds of prosecutions are only 5 per cent. 
Yet I venture to say that the evidence 
of the police is as reliable in the one set 
of cases as in the other. Indeed, very 
few charges are brought by the police 
against publicans; it is only in strong 
cases and well-founded cases that prose- 
cutions are instituted, and therefore the 
40 per cent. of failures is all the more 
striking. And that is a good reason for 
the suggestions that the right bon. 
Gentleman makes to reform the pro- 
cedure in that matter. Then there is 
the provision for the protection of the 
wives and families of drunkards. The 
matter involved is by no means simple, 
and probably even questions of theology 
may arise in connection with it. I am 
not a theologian, I am glad to say, but 
I recognise that some of the worst and 
most hateful crimes in this country have 
been committed in the name of theology. 
The ‘black list” would also be useful. 
It might be of no value in large towns, 
but it would be of much value in towns 
of 40,000 inhabitants and under, where 
these men were known, and where it 
was known that the money they were 


The record of convic- 
tions would also be useful, but I would 
suggest that the number of convictions 
required before action resulted is rather 
too large. 
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" Now I should like to say a word | 
in justification of Clause 8, which | 


has been somewhat strongly attacked. | 
Off beer licences, I would remind the | 
House, were, at the instigation of the | 
Home Secretary himself, when he was a. | 
private Member, put under the control | 
of the licensing justices, and no one has | 
ever suggested that that control had 
worked badly. No one has ever brought | 
in a Motion for the repeal of that Act, 
or to bring these off beer houses into the 
‘condition in which they were before the 
measure of the right hon. Gentleman | 
was passed. That measure checked a 
growing evil, and it is desirable that the 
sale of spirits and wine should be brought 
into line with the sale of beer for con- | 
sumption off the premises. The getting 
of alicence for the sale of wine and spirits 
off the premises is often made a reason 
before the justices for getting an off beer 
licence. When a man has such a licence, 
over which practically the justices have 
no control, he has a strong case for 
getting an off beer licence. The justices 
often feel that they had better give the 
man power to sell beer, as people had 
better buy beer than spirits. A man 
often gets a licence because the justices 
feel somewhat driven in that direction. 


The hon. Member for Bolton has 
suggested that this means creating a 
monopoly in these licences, and will give 
a value to the licence which it does not 
now possess. But that is inevitable, 
unless we are to have free trade in 
licences. In all licensing matters we 
have to choose between tree trade and 
no value to the licence, and licence with a 
monopoly value. That is not a point 
which applies to grocers’ licences only ; 
it isa broad general principle. If it be 
sound, we ought to abolish the monopoly 
in all licences and have free trade in 
licences. These licences are a mere 
fraction of the total number of licences 
in the country, and whether or not this 
clause gives a monopoly value to them 
matters extremely little. We have given | 
this monopoly value to the great bulk of | 
licences, and to add a few thousands 
more will make practically no difference 
whatever. At the present time free 
trade in licences, with our existing 
licence fees, is impossible; it would 
simply mean pandemonium. In 1830 
this House passed an Act which gave 


Mr. Whittaker. 


practical free trade in beer houses 
Within four years a Royal Commisgioy 
had to be appointed to investigate th 
results of that great mistake, Th 
results were simply disastrous. Liver 
pool also tried the experiment of freq 
licences, but did not maintain it, and ny 
other town has followed its example. 

I admit there is something to be sai 
for free trade in licences with a high 


licensing fee. If you fix the fe 


sufficiently high, the number of licence 
may be kept as small as, or even smalle 
than, it is today. It may come to that 
I would suggest to our friends who ar 


interested in the liquor trade that ther 


are more ways of killing a cat than) 
hanging it. If this compensatio 
question cannot be settled on a reasonable 
basis, it may come to having free trad 
in licences with a high licensing fee, and 
that would knock the bottom out o 
every claim for compensation that could 
be made by any licensed house. But 
that qnestion is not before us nov. 
Whatever the system may be, I contend 
that all licences should be on the same 
footing, and they should be under the 
control of the same authority. A check 
is necessary; restriction is necessary. 
The number of these grocers’ licences, as 
they are called, is increasing, while the 
number of ordinary licences in proportion 
tothe population is decreasing pretty 
considerably, and I venture to say that, 
if this clause be knocked out of the Bill, 
at the next licensing sesssions there will 
be an epidemic of applications for this 
class of licence. 


Mr. HARWOOD: May I point ou 
that the hon. Member is mistaken ? The 
number of licences is not increasing. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: I venture to 
think I know something of the facts, 
and the number is increasing. If the hon. 
Member will refer to the statistics 0 
these licences year by year, he wil 
find that they have increased, and are 
increasing ; and that they will increas 
this summer, if they get the chance, 
there cannot be a doubt. 

Further, the licensing justices of the 
country have asked for this 
with remarkable unanimity. [*“ No.’ 


I do not know how many memorials 


the right hon. Gentleman has had, but I 
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think he would be able to say that he | 
has received memorials from a very | 
large number of licensing benches 
asking that power should be given them 
to exercise their discretion with regard | 
tothis class of licence. Theselicensing | 
justices have experience; they know 
what power they need, and they know | 
what is desirable. 

The general principle that the licen- | 
sing authority should have full control 
js a sound one. Both Reports of the) 
Royal Commission recommended it, | 
and although the hon. Member for 
Bolton has sneered somewhat at Com- 
missions, and at this one in particular, | 
I venture to say that the unanimous 
recommendations of Commissions should 
carry some weight. There were on that 
Commission eight representatives of the | 
liquor trade, every one of them per- 
sonally financially interested in the 
trade. One of them also represented 
the largest firm in the country inter- 
ested in these off licences. Every one 
of those representatives recommended 
that these licences should be put under 
control. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 


cham): Under what control ? 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: Under the control 
of the justices. 


Mr. DISRAELI: No; under a new 
licensing authority. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: | will deal with 
the new licensing authority in a 
moment. They unanimously recom- 
mended that these licences should be 
under the control of the justices. That 
was not a teetotal recommendation. 
Every member of the Commission 
signed it, and there was no qualification. 


Mr. DISRAELI: There was a quali- 
fication — that there should be a new 
authority. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: I will come to 
that in a moment. I would remind the 
House that both Reports were drafted, 
and stand practically as drafted, by 
members of the Commission who were 
neither in the trade nor teetotalers. 
Objection seems to be taken to the, 
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opinions of men who hold strong views. 


| We have had an indication today that 


the hon. Member for Bolton holds pretty 


| strong views; he has committed him- 


self somewhat deeply. But is there 
any man in this country, whose opinion 


|is worth a button, who has not an 


opinion on this question? Every man 
has an opinion, and takes a pretty 
strong view on this question. To talk 


_about not having men on a Commission 


because they hold strong views is 
absolute nonsense. The man who has 
not a strong view on this question is 
little better than an ass. 

The hon. Member for West Clare 
indicated that if the justices had control 
of these grocers’ licences they would 
abolish 90 per cent. of them. I do not 
believe that is true, but if it were, there 
could be no stronger reason for putting 
them under control. If the licences are 


of such a character that the justices, if 


they had the power, would abolish 90 per 
cent. of them, I submit that that is the 
strongest argument you could possibly 
have for putting them under that control. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Stretford Division of Lancashire distrusts 
full and free discretion. He would give 
it to nobody. Then he had better bring 
ina Bill for the reform of the whole ot 
our licensing law. He objects to any body 
having free and unqualified discretion 
with regard to grocers’ licences when 
they affect premises on which other 
trades also are carried on, but he does 
not seem to raise that objection with 
regard to a man in a business in which 
he does nothing else, and where it is 
surely more serious andimportant. His 
argument practically means that he 
would give to the licence holder a free- 


hold. 


Then it has been suggested that the 
recommendation of the Royal Commis- 
sion applied to a_ revised licensing 
authority. But that revised licensing 
authority would not be a less strict one 
than the present. What was the object 
of the suggestion? It was that it should 
be a more vigorous and more efficient 
authority. The whole tenure of the 
report is that licences have been too 
freely granted. Both reports recom- 
mended a reduction in the number of 


licences, and the reason a revised licensing 


authority was recommended was in order 
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that you might introduce into it repre- 
sentatives of public opinion, the idea 
being that they would deal more strin- 
gently with licences than the present 
authority does. The idea that if the 
licences were put under the control of 
this revised authority they would be less 
stringently dealt with, is entirely fal- 
lacious. Mr. Grinling, who sat as the 
representative of the off licence holders, 
was a member of the firm of Messrs. 
Gilbey—the firm most keenly interested 
inthis question. The fact that he signed 
this recommendation without any qualifi- 
cation whatever places him in a some 
what difficult position. 


Licensing 


Mr. DISRAELI: There was a qualifi- 
cation that there should be another 
licensing authority altogether. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER: A licensing au- 
thority of which two-thirds should be 
elected by the present justices and one- 
third by the local council. Can anybody 
suggest that that would be a less effective 
or less vigorous licensing authority? The 
member of the Commission who signed 
that recommendation, and now wishes to 
get out of the importance of it, is really 
in a cleft stick. 

Now one word as to the evils of grocers’ 
licences. They have enormously de- 
veloped intemperance among women. 
It is said that there has been no evidence. 
There has been a great deal. When the 
Lords Committee said they had not 
had evidence, I say that negative evid- 
ence is of little value as against positive. 
It is twenty-three years since that Com- 
mittee sat, and we have had a great deal 
of evidence since then. Before the Peel 
Commission we had the evidence of 
solicitors that again and again they had 
had to deal with cases brought before 
them by their clients in which wines 
and spirits had been supplied to the 
wives of their clients, and charged in the 
accounts as other articles. Then there 
was the evidence of assistants who sold 
the liquors. I do ‘not know whether 
members of the House read the corres- 
pondence in The Times last week, in 
which evidence was given of two orders 
being sent to grocers for the supply of 
liquor, that liquor to be charged as 
groceries. The moment evidence of this 
kind is brought forward, we are told 


Mr. IWhittuker. 
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| that it is tainted evidence. What else 
,can it be? It is the only kind of 
evidence you can get. You have on the 
/one hand the person who has asked for 
|the deception, and on the other hand 
the grocer who has been a party to it, 
_and these are the only persons who can 
| give the evidence. Therefore it is most 
difficult evidence to get. If a person has 
been so indiscreet as to ask a grocer to 
mislead and deceive, she is not likely 
|to proclaim that fact to the world 
Therefore, when you get the evidence 
you may rely upon it that it has been 
got only by a very considerable effort, 
We have the Chichester case, where the 
officials of the workhouse got drink from 
three grocers in the town, and charged 
it to the guardians as grocery. This was 
admitted, and the evidence was clear. 
We have practically the universal opinion 
of clergymen, ministers, and doctors 
upon this point. They get this know. 
ledge in the course of their professional 
work, and it is not information and 
evidence that they can give publicly, 
because their relations with the people 
from whom they obtain this evidence is 
confidential. You have, however, the 
word 6f honour of medical men, clergy- 
men, and ministers, that they know of 
these cases, and they have declared that 
such things constantly occur. 


There is no doubt that these grocers’ 
licences are specially used by women, who 
go to grocers’ shops for liquor more fre- 
quently than they would go to publie 
houses. I do not know whether hon. 
Members have read a recently published 
work, by Mr. Rowntree, upon the social 
condition of the people of York, in which 
statistics are given of the number of 
persons who went into three public 
houses, and these are compared with the 
number of persons who purchased liquor 
at licensed grocers. In the case of the 
three public houses two-thirds of these 
who went there were men, and only one- 
third women and children. In the case 
of the grocers’ licences, those who went to 
buy liquor had to go to a particular 
counter in the grocers’ shops, and it was 
found that no less than 73 per cent. of 
them were women and children, and only 
27 per cent. men. The hon. Member 
for Bolton denied that there was an in- 
crease of police arrests of women for 
drunkenness, except amongst the very 
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lowest class) That may be, because 
grocers’ licenees tend to _ inerease 


private drinking amongst the middle 
and upper classes, and the evil results 
of this practice do not come under 
police observation. Under these circum- 
stances, why does the hon. Member for 
Bolton quote the opinion of chief con- 
stables, because they have no knowledge 
whatever on that point, and therefore 
their testimony is irrelevant ? The hon. 
Member for Bolton admits that there 
has been a considerable increase of intem- 
perance amongst women, and he explains 
it by the existence of ladies’ bars. I am 
not a frequenter of public houses, but I 
have looked into this question, and I 
find that ladies’ bars are comparatively 
few, and the explanation of the increased 
drunkenness of women is not to be 
found in ladies bars. I attach greater 
importance to the increase in the death- 
rate from intemperance. This point 
was brought before the attention of the 
tight hon. Gentleman the other day, and 
he offered a suggestion which did not 
quite cover the ground. During the 
last twenty-five years the death-rate 
from intemperance, as recorded by the 
Registrar General, has increased 50 per 
cent. amongst men and 130 per cent. 
amongst women. The recorded death- 
rate from intemperance for the last 
twenty-five years has risen from sixty- 
five per 1,000,000 amongst men to ninety- 
sven per 1,000,000, whilst amongst 
women it has risen from twenty-four to 
fifty-eight per 1,000,000, an increase of 
30 per cent. amongst men and 130 per 
cent. amongst women. The Home 
Secretary suggested that the increase in 
the number of deaths from intemperance 
was due to more accurate diagnosis. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I did not say that. 


it was stated by a member of the 


deputation. 
*Mr. WHITTAKER: That there 
has been more accurate diagnosis 


may be true, but if so it would apply to 
both men and women, and it would not 
xplain the enormous increase of 130 
per cent. in the death-rate amongst 
women, as compared with 50 per cent. 
amongst men. This inerease has 
resulted from increased facilities which 
have been given for women getting 
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liquor, and these grocers’ licences have 
greatly increased the temptations for 
drinking. This increase is due to the 
fact that women can get liquor at the 
grocers’ shops, where special facilities 
are afforded for the purchase of drink 
and where it is often offered and 
suggested to women. When the repre- 
sentative of the grocer calls at a private 
house he solicits orders for liquor as well 
as grocery, and this is a special tempta- 
tion to buy liquor, and in my opinion 
it has caused the exceptional increase in 
intemperance amongst women. 


I do hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will include the 1869 beer houses in the 
full discretion of the magistrates. What 
happened in 1869 was that some of the 
special protection was taken away, and it 
is essential that the justices should have 
full control in this matter. The fact 
that the magistrates cannot deal with 
the 1869 beer-houses seriously limits the 
efficiency of their control. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that this 
raises the question of compensation. 
I wish the Home Secretary would screw 
up his courage to deal with the compen- 
sation question. The difficulties arise 
mainly from the manner of approaching 
it, and I can assure him that he would 
receive assistance from quarters of which 
he little thinks. The structural altera- 
tion clause gives no power which the 
magistrates do not already exercise in 
the discretion they possess, and I fear 
that by specifying material structural 
alteration the Bill will be considered as 
limiting that discretion. If alterations 
are to be specified, there ought to be a 
reference to partitions, ‘‘ snugs,” screens, 
and back entrances, which favour secret 
drinking. These are abominations. The 
back door in a yard and the side bar in 
a passage are quite bad enough, for they 
mean that the landlord is not ashamed 
to make arrangements for customers to 
slip in and out unseen because they are 
ashamed of what they are doing. 
[Cries of “No, no!”] Hon. Members 
ery ‘“‘ No,no!” but the shops of butchers 
and bakers do not need any of these 
side entrances and other abominations. 
The “snugs” and screens mean not 
only that the people are ashamed to go 
in, but that they are also ashamed to 
be seen by one another when they get 
inside. Screens are placed in front of 
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room left underneath for the money and 
the drink to be passed over the counter. 
Those who are serving in the bar can 
scarcely see the customer, and how can 
they tell whether they are serving a 
drunken person or not ? 


With regard to Clause 11, I think the 
disqualification of the clerk to the 
justices should also be extended to the 
Watch Committee. The Watch Com- 
mittee is a body elected by the Borough 
Council, which is a popularly elected 
body, and it is argued that it should be 
left to that body to place upon the 
Watch Committee anybody they like. 
It should be remembered, however, that 
the country pays half the cost of the 
police, and therefore we are entitled 
to have some voice in regard to 
the body that shall control them. 
The men who occupy the premises which 
supply the police with three fourths of 
their work are not the men who ought 
to be on the Watch Committee. The 
evidence given before the Commission was 


most conclusive on this point. The 
evidence from Wigan, Manchester, 


Nottingham, Derby, and other places 
showed most clearly that the police are 
paralysed in their action by the presence 
on the Watch Committee of leading 
brewers of the towns. The Watch Com- 
mittee control the police. They are 
practically their employers, and how can 
you expect a policeman to do his duty 
with regard to a public house if the 
owner of that house be the chairman 
or a member of the Watch Committee ? 
It is not in human nature to expect it. 
When we have practically the unanimous 
recommendation of the Commission that 
the members of the trade were not fit 
and proper persons to be on the Watch 
Committee, we might take the step of 
extending the disqualification to them. 
With regard to clubs, I would like to 
support the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for Camborne that the condi- 
tions of registration should be made more 
stringent. I think if the right hon. 
Gentleman were to make it obligatory 
that the registration should be in open 
court, it would be a great additional 
advantage. Proprietary clubs ought not 
to be legalised. A proprietary club at 
present is an illegal institution, but this 
Bill, as it stands, would legalise such clubs, 
Mr. Whittaker. 
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and I submit with all deference that that 
should be strictly guarded against. There 
would be nothing whatever to prevent 
the brewers, and especially small ones 
from starting clubs all over the country. 
Such clubs being at present illegal, 
brewers are deterred from doing so by 
fear of the possibilities. If the Bill were 
passed as it stands, we should have an 
epidemic of these clubs throughout the 
country. I shall be glad to hear that 
the Bill does not do anything of the 
kind, for this is a vital point. Praetj- 
eally a very large number of these clubs 
are private public houses. Even the 
best of the working men’s clubs are, to 
a large extent, private public houses, 
In Mr. Rowntree’s work, to which I have 
alluded, the author published the balance 
sheet of one of the largest working 
men’s clubs in York. It has 434 mem 
bers, and the subscriptions amount to 
£84 a year—that is, 5s. per member, or 
less than l}d. a week. The total 
receipts of the club were £2,544, and of 
that sum £2,200 was for liquor. It 
was practically a public house. Other 
refreshments and tobacco amounted to 
about £200. The number of men who 
entered on Sunday was 601. Particulars 
were taken of the number of persons who 
entered three public houses on Sunday. 
At one public house 145 men went in, 
at the second 232, and at the third 256. 
These numbers represented men only, 
but there were also women and children. 
Practically the club had as many men 
customers as the three public houses. 
Of those who entered the club 248 
brought liquor away. I think that 
indicates the necessity of stopping these 
off sales. It is unfair to licensed premises, 
and I hope the Home Secretary 
will allow an Amendment on this sub 
ject to be put in the Bill. I desire to 
say that I do not approach the con- 
sideration of the Bill in any hostile spirit 
whatever. I shall be delighted, so far as 
I possibly can, to assist in passing the 
sill, and I thank the right hon. Gentle. 
man once more for having introduced it. 


*(7.25.) Mr. DISRAELI: The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down 
‘has shown that the great clause of 
ithe Bill is Clause 8 The _ hon 
|Member has trotted out our old friend 
\the wicked grocer, and yet during 
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the hearing of witnesses by the 
Lords Commission not one word of 


reliable evidence was brought forward 
in support of the allegations which 


have been made against grocers and other | 


holders of “ off” licences. If cases do exist 
to prove the statements, they would have 
been brought before the Commission. It 
would not be fair to place the holders of 
off licences in the position in which the 
hon. Member for Spen Valley division 
desires to place them. Why is it that 
“off” licence-holders are unwilling to go 
intothe handsoft he magistrates? Through 
the whole of the licensed trade there is a 
feeling that the magistrates are not a 
fair and just body in dealing with 
licences. I personally, as a magistrate 
who regularly attends licensing sessions, 
know that they are not a fair 
body in dealing with licences. The 
holders of ‘‘off”’ licences would rather be 
under a new licensing authority than be 
placed under the magistrates at the 
present moment. The stories that have 
been told of the off licence holders and 
of the awful doings of grocers cannot be 
substantiated. These men have been 
spoken of highly by one eminent 
authority, namely, the late Archbishop 
of York, Dr. Thomson. In October, 
1886, speaking at the York Diocesan 
Conference, he said— 

“He was a member of the Committee of the 
House of Lords on Intemperance, and through- 
ont that inquiry not a single specific fact came 
out to justify the remarks made against the 
geocer. Though they had heard that he was 
hase and false enough to put down liquor as 
tea, and ardent spirits as sugar and pepper, 
not a single person was able to put his foot on 
anything of the kind. ... That was what 
he heard—or, rather failed to hear—about the 
whappy grocer... . Until it was proved 
that the grocer was as base 


statements made against him.” 

[do not think that the House or the 
Government, after the Report of the 
Royal Commission, ought to accept the 
statements made against off licence 
holders as a body. I will state my 
objection to the placing of them under 
the control of the magistrates. The 
magistrates are not in favour of it. It 
has been stated over and over again, and 
principally by the teetotal members, 
that the magistrates are in favour of 
having that control, but they are 
not. They cannot give a case of one 
quarter sessions passing a resolution 
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represented to be, he should not accept the | 
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| asking that the off licence holders should 

be placed under them. I dread the estab- 
lishmentof another great drink monopoly, 
and the accretion of the trade into the 
handsof afew, which, insteadof doingaway 
with drunkenness, would encourage it. 
In reference to clubs, I hope there will 
be some restriction upon the outdoor 
trade and of clubhours. Some alteration 
should be made in the power to be 
exercised by a magistrate when a club 
is suspected of abuses. The action of the 
police in entering a club and seizing 
books and liquor should be authorised 
by a warrant from a court of summary 
jurisdiction, and not by one man, and 
'there should be right of appeal to 
quarter sessions before the club is 
closed. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will not wreck his Bill by Clause 8. 
Let him’! throw over this Jonah, and 
then, I hope, the Bill will pass and 
advance the cause of temperance in the 
country and the well-being of the people 
at large. 


(7.30.) Mr. BROADHURST (Leices- 


ter): 1 understand that the Home 
Secretary is prepared to consider 
in Committee some Amendments 


on Clauses 21 and 22, raised by the 
Clubs Association. If I comprehend 
aright the right hon. Gentleman's 
letter, which has appeared in the papers, 
it removes much of what there is to 
say against the power of entry by an 
ordinary constable of the police force. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My letter was an 
endeavour to remove some misconception 
as to what the effect of the proposal of 
the Bill would be if any one could, 
without bringing to bear any legal 
|machinery, enter a club, and then 
practically take action. I pointed out 
‘that although the words did not 
/actually occur in these clauses, yet the 
procedure would necessarily be under 
‘the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, by 
which all the objections which have 
been made would be met. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I quite under- 
| stood that, but I had in my mind the 
part of the letter which went on to 
say— 

“At the same time, if any words could be 
/found which would remove your fears and 
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could be inserted in the clause without | 
damaging its effectiveness, Mr. Ritchie would 
be quite willing to consider it.” 
I take it that that relieves private | 
Members from drafting a clause, which 
will save time and avoid a multiplicity 
of Amendments on the Paper. If that 
is so, much of the objection to the. 
clause will be removed. With regard | 
to the right of appeal, the right hon. 
Gentleman has correctly stated that 
there will be a right of appeal, but 
it will be an appeal to quarter 
sessions. Now, the Clubs Association | 
would much prefer an appeal to the 
High Court. ‘The Home Secretary 
says he cannot give that. I would 
be the last to speak disrespectfully of | 
the quarter sessions, but at the same 
time I must say that an appeal to 
quarter sessions is not so satisfactory 
as it might be on licensing questions ; 
on the contrary, there is a great deal 
of dissatisfaction with quarter sessions 
as a court of appeal in these matters. 
The fact is that all these appeals come 
from parishes or petty sessional divisions 
in which most of the members of 
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quarter sessions live, so that you can- | 


not remove the suspicion of personal 
disposition to favour the brewing trade | 
at quarter sessions. I do not say it is 
so; I should be sorry to say it if it 
were so, but at the same time that is 
the suspicion which so often possesses 
the minds of magistrates in dealing 
with matters which may have to go| 
before quarter sessions. While I am 
on this particular phase of the Bill, may 
I ask the Home Secretary’s attention 
to a particular point, which is to provide | 
that where the magistrates refuse to 
do something in connection with licences 
—such as the refusal of renewals or the 
endorsement of licences—and the matter | 
is carried to quarter sessions, the magis- | 
trates should not be liable for the cost. | 
Some quarter sessions have the good 
sense, as know from _ personal 
experience, to find some way out 
of making a personal charge against 
the magistrates, but that is a matter 
of chance and favour. I have in my 
mind at this moment a notorious public 
house which would certainly have been 
closed had it not been for the fear that | 
quarter sessions would reverse the deci- | 
sion of the bench of magistrates, and that | 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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they would be let in for charges amount. 


ing to perhaps £20 or £50. That is a 
state of terror to exercise over a bench of 
magistrates which makes it almost im- 
possible for them to conscientiously dis- 
charge their duty in these licensing ques. 


| tions. 


As to the club clauses of the Bill, 
I should certainly vote for the abolition 


of the proprietary clubs. These demand 


urgent attention, and they ought to be 
prohibited altogether in the future. As 
to Clause 4, relating to drunkenness on the 
premises, it will lie with the publican to 
show that he did not knowingly serve 
drink to a drunken person. That is a 
change in the law, but I do not think it 
will change the practice in the least. All 
the publican will have to do is to say 


that he did not observe that the person 


was intoxicated when he came up in a 
perfectly straight line and asked for a 
glass ot beer or three pennyworth of 
whisky ; and there is no means whatever 
of distinguishing drunkenness in that 
ease. Or hecan say, ‘‘ Read the regula- 
tions which hang up in the bar to guide 
my assistants in serving persons” ; andall 
he has to do is toassure the bench that 


to the best of his knowledge and belief 


the person showed no signs of drunken- 
ness when he was served with drink 
across the counter. Unless there is some 
strengthening of this clause so as to make 
it a severe, definite, and direct punish- 
ment of the publican, [do not think we 
will be much better off under this Bill 
than we are under the present law. 
Whilst we were discussing the Children’s 
Bill last year a very experienced London 
licensed victualler wrote to me to say 
that that was not the way to get at the 


| seat of drunkenness and the danger of 
‘temptation to the children of the people. 


Many men and women, he said, frequently 
visited public house bars with children in 
arms or of tender years, and fathers and 
mothers were constantly seen to give 
little sips of gin, beer, or porter to these 
very young children. If it could be 
made a legal offence to supply drink to 
persons having young children with them, 
it would be going a long way to prevent 
the children being brought up into the 
love and flavour of intoxicating drinks. 
If the Home Secretary could insert 
clause to prevent this, he would be doing 
a great service to the nation, and no one 
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would oppose him, whether a member 
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of the trade or a teetotaler. Certainly 
party politics would have nothing to do 
with opposing it. If the Home Secre- 


tary would only make some inquiry | 


through the magnificent machinery he 
has at his disposal—through, for instance, 
his district inspectors—he would find the 
magnitude of this evil and would at once 
make it an offence for any man or 
woman to bring in children in arms 
with them to a public house bar. 

With regard to Clause 5, which may be 
described as a sort of debauched clause, I 
am not at all clear that it is going to do 


much good, and it is capable of doing | ; emé 
(of the crimes of violence was due to 


the neces- 


photography. 


some harm. It involves 
sity of bringing in 
The occasional licence is a very im- 
portant matter. I wish occasional 
licences were made much more difficult 
to obtain than they are at present ; and 
though under this clause there will be 
some stiffening in that regard, there is 
not so much as I should like to see. 
Then we come to the justices’ clerks, 
Clause 11. I have drafted some Amend- 
ments to this to deal with what is a 
great evil, and what in many cases has 
heen a great scandal. ‘That clause wants 
aconsiderable amount of strengthening. 
We shall have to divorce the magistrates’ 
clerks from any power whatever, even 
trom that of serving notices. We must 
clear right out altogether, not only the 
magistrates’ clerks, but their partners 
and their firms, not only in their own 
districts, but in the districts of the 
adjoining petty sessions, if we can do 
it. I hope, if | am on the Committee, 
to assist the Home Secretary in improv 
ing his Bill in that respect. 

[ am glad to note that this Billis likely 
to have a fair chance of passing into 
law. I have not the exaggerated 


opinion of its value that some Members | 
ot the House seem to have, but, at the | 
_ gallery, was understood to say: I wish to 


sume time, | wish to give the right 
hon. Gentleman every credit for grap- 


pling with a thorny and disastrous | 


subject. Many Governments have tried 
to deal with it, and have suffered 
severely for their pains, but the right 
hon. Gentleman has gone on lines so 
moderate that he may succeed. But it 
would be misleading to describe the 
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| that the right hon. Gentleman has not 
touched the right end of the stick on 
this occasion? The right hon. Gentle- 


| man, in his explanation of the Bill, said 


that nine-tenths of the crime of this 
country was ascribable to the drinking in 
the country. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No, no. I do not 
remember the exact proportions that I 
stated, but I spoke of crimes of violence. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Then I will 


limit myself to crimes of violence. The 


right hon. Gentleman said nine-tenths 


drunkenness. I wish that was put on 
the face of this Bill and placarded up in 
the Committee room, in order to enable 
hon. Members to remember that it is 
worth while to pass this Bill. I 
did feel inclined to move an Instruc- 
tion with regard to this, but I did 
not do so, as it might have been 
taken that I was against the measure 
in sos doing, but what I wished to 
move was that no licensing reform could 
be calculated to meet the evilof the drink 
question of the present day, which did 
not declare every licensed house perfectly 
free to buy from whatever merchant or 
brewer the tenant of that house thought 
proper. Happily, the little Parliament 
of the Island of Man has passed a Bill 
to that effect only a week or two back, 
and in my opinion that Bill will do more 
to destroy the drink evil in that island 
than the Bill we are discussing to-day 
will do in England. 1 wish this Bill had 
been a larger one, but, such as it is, | 
willingly accept it, and I shall give the 
Home Secretary all the assistance in my 
power to strengthen it. 


*(7.53.) Mr. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity), who was indistinctly heard in the 


add my voice to the chorus of congratula- 
tions which my right hon. friend has 
received. I think he is to be congratu- 
lated upon the conversion of those Gentle- 
men who sit opposite, who take what is 
called the extreme temperance view _ be- 
cause I used to observe that the temper- 
ance party, as they are called, if they did 


Bill as a great and important measure. | not get all they wanted, would not take 


In conclusion, might I humbly suggest 


anything at all. We have now seen a 





1199 


great modification of that view, and to- 
night we have seen some very remarkable 
exemplifications of a more reasonable 
view in regard to temperance—that, if 
you cannot get all you want, you should 
take what you can get. In this matter of 
temperance legislation, I am one of those 
who have advocated moderate temperance 
reform for some time, and I am thankful 
to take the moderate reform my right 
hon. friend proposes to give us. I do 
not agree with the hon. Gentleman 
opposite who has just spoken, I think 
this is a very important Bill; it is not a 
great Bill, but itis a most important one. 
If it were only for the registration of 
clubs, I should consider it an important 
Bill. I do not wish to go into the details 
of it, because I think we have had a little 
too much detail this evening, Matters have 
been gone into which are more appropri- 
ate to the Committee stage, especially as 
the Bill is going to a Grand Committee. 
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But I chiefly rose to say a word or two 
on behalf of a body who I think have been 
unduly criticised in this matter. 1 mean 
the magistrates. I have sat as chairman 
at quarter sessions for a number of years, 
and I certainly cannot understand the 
tone which prevails on both sides of this 
House. The decisions of the petty 
sessions, I should say, are always given 
with due regard to the fair treatment 
of the licence holders; a licence is 
never taken away unless it is absolutely 
necessary to do it. At the quarter 
sessions the magistrates, so far as my 
experience goes, take a judicial attitude, 
and consider whether there is any 
reason to modify the decision of 
the petty sessions. I am_ sorry 
that the Member for the Stretford 
Division is not here, because he seemed 
to think these matters were, in fact, 
decided by a single magistrate. He 
knows perfectly well that that is not 
so. A single magistrate might be a 
strong teetotaler, but if he is, his views 
are modified by those of his colleagues. 
It that is so under the present system, 
why should it not be so under the 
new system? Then with regard to the 
question of clubs and grocers’ licences, 
which are going to be put for the first 
time under the magistrates, why should 
the bench of magistrates create them- 
selves a great number of enemies? They 
will not unnecessarily irritate public 


Mr. Talbot. 
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opinion, because these persons are all 
their neighbours and friends, and 
they will not wish to irritate or disturb 
them more than they can help. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
spoke of the magistrates of the quarter 
sessions as being the same men who had 
decided the matter in the Court below. 


Mr. BROADHURST: No; I said 
they were men who were likely to 
come out of the same part of the 
country. 


*Mr. TALBOT: But I would point out 
that when an appeal comes from the 
petty sessional division the magistrates 
coming from the division do not sit on 
that appeal: that is the general practice ; 
and if that be so, the fear of hon. 
Members that injustice will be done 
should be removed. I am only anxious 
to vindicate the magistrates. I do not 
think they desire to have these duties 
thrust on them, because there is no 
class of cases with which it is more 
difficult to deal, and hold the balance 
fairly between the licence holder and 
the people. I might add one word. 
I wish my right hon. friend could have 
gone a little further than he has, and 
have seen his way to include the ante 
‘69 beer houses in the Bill. It is from 
them that a great deal of the petty 
crime of the country emanates, and 
I hope he will not allow years to elapse 
before they are brought within the 
full control of the licensing justices. (8.8.) 


(8.38.) Mr. GEORGE WHITE(Norfolk, 
N.W.): The opinion expressed by the 
House upon this Bill has been practically 
so unamimous that I should not have 
ventured to take up any time but for 
the fact that for many years I have 
taken a deep interest in temperance 
reform. ‘Therefore, I desire to give the 
Home Secretary an assurance that we 
receive this Bill with considerable 
favour. I agree with hon. Members on 
this side of the House that this is not an 
heroic measure, but at the same time | 
believe that the provisions, as far as they 
go, are useful, and will do a considerable 
amount of good. The hon. Member who 
last addressed the House twitted the 
temperance party with having adopted 
a change of front, and with now being 





120 


wil 
of 
Op} 
exa 
rea: 
me: 
slo! 
bac 
tem 
viol 
tem 
at | 
pro 
ace’ 
hav 
the 
why 
bec: 
and 
did 
desi 
T 
the 
for 
as 
cale 
drin 
opp 
ior 
mor 
beca 
gall: 
omr 
anyt 
drur 
is n 
a ge 
intre 
redu 
trar 
a pre 
and | 
woul 
trad 
This 
atter 
has | 
been 
dang 
to m 
not 
surp 
Mem 
histo 
awar 
fact 
went 
over 





0 


all 
nd 


he 
vn 
ter 


ad 


uid 


he 


ut 
he 
tes 


ce ; 
on. 
yne 
Dus 
not 
cies 


ore 
nce 
ind 
rd. 
ave 
und 
nte 
‘om 
tty 
and 
/pse 
the 
3.8.) 


olk, 
the 
ally 
ave 
for 
ave 
wnce 
the 

we 
able 
3 on 
tan 
ne | 
they 
able 
who 
the 
pted 


eing 








1201 


Licensing 


willing to accept a moderate measure 
of legislation which hitherto they had 
opposed. That, however, is not an 
exact description of the facts. The 
reason we are able to support a moderate 
measure like this is because its provi- 
sions are good, and there are no draw- 
backs from these provisions which, as 
temperance reformers, we should be 
violently opposed to. Many of the 
temperance Bills put before this House 
at different times have contained good 
provisions, but they have generally been 
accompanied by other proposals which 
have destroyed what good there was in 
the measure, and that is the real reason 
why we have opposed them, and not 
because we were extreme in our views, 
and would not support anything which 
did not go the whole length of our 
desire. 


The hon. and gallant Member below 
the gangway has opposed this Bill, and 
for that reason it must be a good Bill 
as far as it goes, because anything 
calculated to reduce the amount of 
drinking would always be strenuously 
opposed by the hon. and gallant Member 
for West Clare. Therefore, I have 
more confidence in supporting this Bill 
because of the opposition of the hon. and 
gallant Member. He said it was an 
omnibus Bill, and it ought not to have 
anything to do with penal clauses against 
drunkenness. It seems to me that there 
is no inconsistency in a Bill dealing in 
a general way with drunkenness, and 
introducing at the same time clauses to 
reduce that drunkenness. On the con- 
trary, I think there is consistency in such 
aproceeding. The argument of the hon. 
and gallant Member is practically that he 
would not allow this House to touch the 
trade in any shape or form whatever. 
This House in the past has made many 
attempts to deal with the trade, which 
has been made into a monopoly, and has 


been recognised for generations as a/| 


dangerous trade, and has been subjected 


to many restrictions, otherwise it could | 
I am! 


not be allowed to exist at all. 
surprised that the hon. and gallant 
Member, who, no doubt, knows the 
history of his own country, is not fully 


fact that when, many years ago, there 
went a great wave of 
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greater prosperity and happiness there 
than has ever been known before or 
since that time. Therefore I am sur- 
prised that a patriot like him should 
take the line he does in regard to the 
measure, which is honestly intended to 
restrict this great evil which we all so 
much deplore. The hon. and gallant 
Member found fault with Clause 9, which 
is intended to give greater powers to the 
magistrates in regard to their control 
over the structural alterations of licensed 
premises. I ageee with him that there 
is already a power in the hands of the 
licensing magistrates, which they often 
exercise, of stipulating for certain struc- 
tural alterations, and preventing exten- 
sions when they are not legitimate; but 
anything that will strengthen the hands 
of the licensing magistrates I think is 
valuable. There are the sanitary arrange- 
ments and other things which I feel 
magistrates ought to have control over, 
and | support that clause most 
thoroughly because I am satisfied that 
licensing magistrates will welcome greater 
powers in that direction. 
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One speech made against the Bill 
which merits special notice is that of the 
hon. Member for Bolton. He has made 
as good a case as could be made against 
the Bill, although in many respects his 
views, in my judgment, are erroneous. 
He dwelt upon the motives of Mr. 
Gladstone in regard to this legislation 
dealing with grocers’ licences, but I am 
satisfied that Mr. Gladstone learned 
something from the experience of the 
results of that Act which were not alto- 
gether satisfactory to him, and I am sure 
that Mr. Gladstone would have been one 
of the first to admit that an alteration 
was needed when it could be shown what 
evil results had followed from that legisla- 
tion. Mr. Gladstone’would havejbeen the 
first to admit that such legislation as the 
Home Secretary proposes was wise and 
proper. The hon. Member for Bolton, 
after casting a good deal of slight on the 
Royal Commission on Licensing, quoted 
in support of his case the evidence given 


before the Commission of the House of 
Lords to prove that there was no increase 
of drinking among families. 
aware and willing to give credit to the | 


I think he 
might have credited the Royal Commis- 


/sion with capacity, judgment, and im- 
temperance | 
over the country he loves, there was | 


partiality equal to that which the House 
of Lords possesses. Whatever might be 
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the position of that Commission, it took ' 
an enormous amount of evidence, and | 
though, of course, it was composed of | 
men of very different dispositions and 
views, as such Commissions generally 
are, I believe no one at least would bring 
any charge of partiality against the 
illustrious Chairman of that Commis- 
sion, who for many years showed his 
great impartiality in this House, and was 
trusted, | am sure, by all those who wished 
to get an impartial judgment on this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chairman of the Commission went into 
the work with an entirely unbiassed 
mind, and the conclusions that led him 
to draw up the Minority Report were 
conclusions he believed, and many others 
believed, to be such as the evidence 
justified. There have been one or two 
fallacies stated in this debate, which, as 
one connected with temperance reform, 
[ have a right to try to refute. One is 
that it is absolutely impossible for any- 
one who takes the views on temperance 
that I take, to he an impartial judge of 
matters affecting the licensing laws and the 
drink trattic that may come before them. 
I am a licensing magistrate, and I have 
strong views on the drink traffic, but 
when I take my position as a licensing 
magistrate | hope I am able to put aside 
personal predilections whenever I come 
to administer the law as I find it, and to 
administer it with the most impartial 
mind I can bring to bear upon it. I 
think we ought to repudiate, as I do, the 
idea that it is necessary to take a glass 
of strong drink before you can judge 
impartially on these matters. I there- 
fore object to those who have taken a 
deep interest in temperance reform being 
putoutof court in regard to these questions, 
because they are as able and as anxious 
to perform their duties with impartiality 
as those who take drink moderately. 

A clause on which a great deal has been 
said, and which will probably be most 
strongly fought in the Grand Committee, 
is a clause which I sincerely hope the 
Home Secretary will keep in his Bill. It 
is said that this will do great injustice to 
off licence holders. The assumption is 
that the licensing magistrate will act in a 
different fashion in regard to grocers’ 
licences from the way in which they act 
in regard to licences generally, but I 
cannot imagine that they will do any- 
thing of the kind. The advantage of 
having one authority for licensing purposes 

Mr. George White. 
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is that this one authority can take into 
its consideration the amount of drinking 
facilities needed for a neighbourhood, and 
can best sit in judgment in accordance 
with the conclusions they arrive at. As. 
it is, they grant the ordinary licences at 
the licensing session, and then, having 
granted these licences, they are quite 
unable to resist any great extension of 
off licences which may be applied for, 
Therefore they may unwittingly increase to 
a large extent drinking facilities beyond 
what they feel to be good for the 
neighbourhood ; whereas, if they had the 
whole system in their hands, they would 
treat the question as a whole, and I am 
quite sure they would act with fairness. 
and justice. It has been said that there 
is no evidence whatever that grocers’ 
licences have led to an increased amount 
of drinking among women. Of course 
this is one of those matters in regard to 
which it is so difficult to actually bring evi- 
dence upon. One can only act on the facts 
which come under one’s own knowledge. 
Iam bound to say, from a wide experience 
in connection with social reform, that it 
has many and many a time been brought 
home to me in the most painful manner 
that there is a very large increase of 
drinking, particularly in that class which 
the hon. 3fember for Bolton indicated, 
the lower middle and the middle class. I 
attribute that in many cases, and | am 
able to trace it in many cases, to the 
facilities given for getting drink from 
grocers. They help to bring about these 
disasters, because they give facilities to 
women who never would think of enter- 
ing a public house to get drink. Only 
within the last fortnight I have had a 
case brought before me of an extremely 
respectable man who was discharged 
from a grocery establishment because 
he would not enter liquor as groceries. 
I have had other cases of a similar kind 
brought to my knowledge, and I know 
as a matter of fact that it is done. 
I should be sorry to say that it is a 
practice carried on to a large extent, 
because that would be an imputation 
against a highly respectable body of 
tradesmen which I should not like to 
make. I feel that this clause is a very 
important one in the Bill, and I believe 
it will give general satisfaction through- 
out the country. I hope and believe it 
will reduce drinking in quarters where 
we have now to deplore it. 
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The hon. Gentleman the junior 
Member for Leicester made a strong 
objection to Clause 4. No magistrate 


Licensing 


can have had any experience whatever | 


without being painfully aware of the 
difficulties of proving sales to drunken 


persons ; and yet, when we look at the 


enormous number of convictions for 
drunkenness, and the extremely few 
convictions of publicans for selling drink 
to intoxicated persons, we are quite sure 
that something needs to be done in this 
respect. The brewers say most distinctly 
that drunkards are the worst enemies 
of the trade, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman is helping them to put down 
this evil, [ hope the brewers and others 
connected with the trade will strongly 
support Clause 4. I have been a little 
surprised at charges brought against the 
magistrates, especially by hon. Members 
on the other side of the House, as to 
their being an irresponsible body, because 
[ am well aware that in cases where 
temperance measures have been brought 
before the House, and where it has been 
attempted to place the veto power or the 
licensing power in the hands of the body 
of the people, the magistrates then have 
been held up as absolutely the proper 
authority for licensing purposes. I do 
not understand quite the views expressed 
and the attitude shown by hon. Members 
in regard to the magistrates. For my 
part, | can say most truthfully that my 
experience as a licensing magistrate 
shows that on the whole the trade gets 
very fair treatment at the hands of our 
benches of magistrates throughout the 
country. We often find that the evi- 
dence of policemen, although very 
strongly supported by one or two officers, 
is disregarded, and the evidence of the 
publican is accepted, and I do not think 
that would have been the case had the 
charge been one of theft or any other 
crime. I do not think the trade have 
any cause to find fault with the verdicts 
of the magistrates. In a case where it is 
sald that the publican has had a know- 
ledge of drunkenness taking place, the 
magistrates will, I am certain, give the 
benefit of any possible doubt to the 
publican rather than convict him upon 
evidence which may not be perfectly 
clear as to the justice of the charge 
which is brought against him. The 
hon. 
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temperance people had never attempted 
to deal with clubs. My hon. friend the 
Member for Camborne has certainly 
attempted to do so, and he is connected 
with the temperance movement. I 
believe he has now a Bill which I would 
commend to the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary as 
containing some provisions which, | 
think, would be more simple and 
effective than the provisions of this Bill. 
Happily, my part of the country is not 
at all affected by the clubs which this 
Bill aims at, and justly aims at. I do 
not propose to say anything about that 
part of the Bill, but leave it to those 
whose experience in their own constitu- 
encies teaches them that something 


should be done. 


I have had many times to regret the 
inability of the magistrates, or anyone 
else, to protect a husband against a 
terribly drunken wife. I think there 
are no more painful cases that come 
before the magistrates than those where 
the husband comes and asks what he is 
to do in a case where the wife disposes 
of everything in the house. He can 
keep nothing from her hands. I had a 
case four or five weeks ago in which a 
very respectable working man asked my 
advice. He had to leave for his work on 
Monday and return on Saturday, and 
he could not leave anything in the house 
that could be turned into money. It 
would all be gone when he came 
back. He had suffered this terrible in- 
jury for twelve years without the 
slightest hope of redress so far as 
he could find. I could give him no 
advice as a magistrate. I think the 
clause dealing with this question is very 
important indeed. Of course it is a 
delicate question, and it will have to be 
treated very judiciously. There are, L 
venture to say, many thousands of cases, 
not only among working men but other 
classes, where unfortunately the wife 
has contracted the drink habit, and 
where she is the skeleton in the home 
instead of being a blessing and a comfort. 
I do not desire to detain the House, 
because there seems to be a consensus of 
opinion that this Bill is an honest attempt 
to lessen the terrible and excessive drink- 
ing in the country. It is because I 
think that it is a step in the right 
direction, and that it contains nothing 
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which would put back any effort of 
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f 


temperance reformers, but rather give | 
them a move forward, that I earnestly | 


support the Bill, reserving my right to 
move any Amendments which I may 
deem necessary in Grand Committee. 


(9.4.) Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.): 
{ wish to join in complimenting 
the Home Secretary upon his effort to 
deal with a great social evil. 
speaking now not only as a representa- 
tive of a large working class constituency, 
but as one who is proud to say that he has 
been connected with the trade for thirty 
years ; and I repudiate the idea that the 
trade does not desire or welcome any 
reasonable measures which would remedy 
many social evils, one of which is that 
of the habitual drunkard, who has been 
a nuisance to the trade for many a long 
day. I am thankful that we have a 
Home Secretary who has the courage to 
deal with a question of this kind drastic- 
ally ; and I think the trade will do all 
they can to make the Bill a success. 
Another question which has prejudicially 
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who administer the licensing laws who 
are prejudiced in a pronounced manner 
against the trade. Their convictions 
are against licensing houses altogether, 
and some are too lazy to inquire into the 
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| facts. Iwould like the right hon. Gentle 


I am) 


atiected the trade for many years is that | 


of the bogus club; and here I have the 
pleasure of finding myself in accord with 
the hon. Member for Camborne. In 
my opinion, this question must be dealt 
with immediately; but I will go a step 
further, and ask if the bogus club is not 
the effect of a cause. In my opinion, the 
bogus club has been called into existence 
because those who have had the ad- 
ministration of the licensing laws have 
administered them more drastically year 
by year. The people, having been driven 
out of the public houses, or having their 
liberty unnecessarily curtailed, have pro- 
tected themselves by banding together in 
forming the so-called clubs, where much 
greater excess is indulged in than in 
well-controlled licensed houses. 

1 should like the right hon. Gentle- 
man to consider very deeply 
the effect which may arise from the 


man to consider whether he is not placing 
the publican under considerable diffi- 
culty when he puts on him the onus 
of proof referred to in Clause 4. | 
would also call the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Seere- 
tary to the extreme difficulty there is, in 
places like London, in distinguishing 
persons who may be on what is called 
the “black list.” I refer, for example, 
to the way in which the houses are con- 
structed. These persons may not be 
noticed in a crowded bar, and they may 
get a friend to obtain drink for them. [ 
am sure that the right hon. Gentleman, 
who desires to administer even-handed 
ustice, will see that this question of 
dentification is properly safeguarded. 

I assume that these particular clauses 
will also apply to clubs. In a club, of 
course, identification can very readily 
be traced, while it cannot be so in a 
large licensed house. If persons are 
not to be served in licensed premises, 
they ought not to be in clubs. I speak 
on behalf of the wholesale trade, and 
I say that they will do their best to 
render the Act operative, just as they 
have done in regard to the Child 
Messenger Act, which, without their 
co-operation, would have been a dead 


letter. I would eall attention to 
one or two difficulties in connection 
with Clause 7. I would ask the 


right hon. Gentleman whether a series 
of indictments, which often take 
place and are recorded in one day, 
and which are practically one offence, 
are to be recorded as one or as separate 
offences on the register. Take the case 


‘of a man summoned under the Betting 


indeed | 


interpretation of Clause 4 being left in | 


the hands of the bench of magistrates. 


| proceeding, which 


I go so far as to say that it is exceed- | 


ingly difficult to find a bench of magis- 
trates anywhere on which there is a 


Act, and five separate convictions are 
obtained. The five convictions required 
may be secured practically under one 
may deprive the 
holder of the property of the licensed 
house of his interest before he is probably 
aware of the proceeding. I want to 


magistrate who has any pronounced | know whether each of these should be 
opinions in favour of the trade—I speak | regardedas aseparate offence and recorded 


from my own personal knowledge—but | on the register. 


There is just another 


you can find a large majority of those | point. It is quite possible that a tenant 
' 


Mr. George White. 
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the past from another district which was 


not known to the owner of the property | 


of the new tenancy. I want to know 


whether offences recorded should apply | 


only within the licensing area, or whether 
they are to be added to offences recorded 
in other parts of the country. Endorse- 
ments are to be done away with, and in 
their place the offence is to be carried to 
the register and the clerk is to notify 
the justices of every offence that is 
recorded. If that is to be done, it will 
remove a great fear from my mind. I 
could enlarge considerably on my views 
with regard to some of these clauses, but 
I will content myself by asking for 
enlightenment on one point, and that is 
whether the clause referring to the 
structure of licensed premises is intended 
to apply only to new licences, or whether 
it is to apply to licences existing at the 
present time. If it is to apply to exist- 
ing licences you must remember that if 
you say “the magistrates may” that 
“may” will in many cases be interpreted 
as “shall,”’ and to ask for the plans of 
all licensed houses would place great 
hardships on many people. I think the 
interests of morality and of the com- 
munity at large are perfectly safeguarded 
by the law as it now stands, beeause the 
police can oppose the licences of those 
places which they think are not fitted 
for the trade. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man will give me the assurances | have 
asked for, and will explain the points I 
have raised, he may take it for granted, 
30 far as the trade is concerned, whilst 
they object to harassing interference 
in their business, that they will do all 
they can to make this Bill a success. 


*Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) said that, while generally 
approving the Bill, there were one or two 
points to which he desired to draw 
attention. By Clause 11 the clerk to the 
licensing magistrates was prohibited from 
taking any action in his own dis- 
trict. If any man had any interested 
knowledge of what was taking place, it 
would naturally be knowledge referring 
to his own district, but the Bill extended 
alittle farther; and, although it might 
not be desirable for a clerk to act in his 
own district, the prohibition extended to 
districts adjoining his own, so that his 
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‘but on 


Bill. 1210 


general knowledge could not be made use 
of. On behalf of the liquor sellers he 
would like to say there was a little omis- 
sion in the Bill with reference to bringing 
home to the liquor sellers that certain 
parties had had convictions recorded 
against them. No attempt, so far as he 
could see, was to be made to make known 
the namesor description of persons against 
whom convictions were registered, and 
unless special information had been given 
to the licence holder that a person had 
been convicted, he might unknowingly 
continue to sell to him. He thought 
that the police should see that every 
licence holder should have the name and 
address or description of those persons 
against whom a conviction had _ been 
registered, so that they might have 
definite knowledge of the person so 
convicted. He also thought that families 
living in a licensed house should have 
separate rooms and be kept quite 
separate from the trade done in that 
house. 


*(9.25.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham): | think there are certain 
points in this Bill which will require 
amendment in Committee, and the chiet 
of those is Clause 8. As 1 understand 
it, the position of grocers is this, that 
provided they conduct their business 
without misconduct they may be certain 
their licences will be continued. There 
has never been any alteration for the last 
thirty-nine years in that practice, and | 
think it is hard on a man who has 
invested his capital in wines and spirits, 
and other commodities of that kind, on 
the understanding that while his 
business is conducted ina proper manner 
he will be allowed to continue it, that he 
should be confronted with this Bill, which 
gives to the justices the power to take 
away his business without any reason 
being assigned or his opinion asked. On 
the other side it is said there can be no 
danger of that, because one can rely on the 
common sense of the justices. I should 
be very sorry to say anything against 
the justices of this country. I think on 
the whole they work extremely well, 
this licensing question | 


sometimes think they do not approach 
their duty in 


the judicial manner 
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in which they should. We had a 
case only the other day in which the 
justices of Glasgow said they did not 
intend to renew any licences for houses 
where barmaids were employed. 
licensing laws never contemplated such 
power as that. We might have the 
temperance party in 4 large majority in 
Glasgow, and they might think these 
grocers’ licences promoted drunkenness, 
and they might abolish them all. On the 
other hand, in another town there might 
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be people who thought the other way, | 


who thought you could not make people 
sober by Act of Parliament, and who 
might allow the trade to go on ; and you 
would have this anomalous position—that 
in one town this trade was allowed, whilst 
in another it was stopped. The hon. 
Member for Camborne said of all 
licences those which did the least harm 
were the grocers’ licences: that is no 
reason for abolishing them. But another 
Gentleman took a different view. He 
said he had a grocer’s shop watched and 
a public house watched, and he said 
that 75 per cent. of those who went into 
the public house were men, but only 30 
per cent. of those who went into the 
grocer’s shop were men ; but he does not 
advance any argument to show that the 
70 per cent. of women and children who 
went to the grocers were drunkards. 


There is no argument to show that 
because they bought a bottle of wine 
they became drunkards. Then it was 
said that the higher classes went to the 
grocer’s shop. The hon. Member for 
Norwood and the hon. Gentlemen 


opposite might think it a crime to 
drink a glass of claret or a glass of 
whisky and water; but even if they did, 
that was no argument to show that grocers 
make drunkards, and there was no argu- 
ment for such a drastic change in the law. 
I hope my right hon. friend will show 
himself in Committee a little open to 
reasoning, which will induce him to make 
some such alterations as were suggested 
hy the hon. Member for the Stretford 
Division, and even go a little further and 
drop the clause altogether. 


(9 30.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, W.): No one can take 
exception to the spirit in which the 
debate has been conducted. 
cates of the trade have spoken in a 
temper that gives us ground for the hope 

Mr. Banbury. 


{COMMONS} 


These | 


The advo- | 
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that the Bill will be carried through the 
House without any display of that aeri- 
monious temper which has _ marked 
former debates on the licensing question, 
I heartily join in pressing the right 
hon. Gentleman to stand firm on Clause 8, 
It is difficult to get any evidence of the 
evil of the grocers’ licences, but I think 
I shall express the sense of the House 
when I say that that class of licence does 
a great deal of harm. Go where you 
will, in the large towns and in the villages 
of the country, you will find an almost 
unanimous opinion with regard to the 
harm done by this kind of licence. The 
hon. Member for Leicester was not quite 
right when he said this Bill was limited to 
England ; its scope extends to Wales, 
and as a Welshman, and one closely 
associated with Welsh temperance 
legislation, a word or two from me may 
be of some interest. There is no doubt 
that in Wales the temperance feeling is as 
strong and well recognised as in any 
part of the United Kingdovu, if we are 
to judge from the opinion of Wales as 
expressed by its representatives in this 
House Let me give a concrete instance 
The Bill under discussion does not deal 
with any of the larger aspects of temper- 
ance reform, such as popular control. 
Let me take popular control. On two 
occasions a Welsh Local Veto Bill 
passed its Second Reading in this House. 
On the first occasion. 1891, twenty-four 
Welsh Members voted for that Bill and 
only one against it; in 1893 the Second 
Reading was again passed by a large 
majority, twenty-five voting for and two 
against the Motion. I mention this to 
show that the temperance sentiment in 
Wales is more advanced with regard to 
its larger interests than in any other 
part of the United Kingdom. In Wales 
we welcome any step that moves in our 
direction. We say that this Bill, although 
it contains many useful provisions, does 
not advance far enough, and cannot be 
regarded in any way as a final con- 
clusion of this difficult problem, but we 
are prepared to, accept this Bill as an 
instalment of licensing reform, and the 
Government will receive the hearty 


‘support of the Welsh Members right 


along the line. It has been said to us who 
hold advanced views on temperance that, 
accept this Bill, for a long 
must be content, for we 


if we 
period we 





1213 


canne 
not | 
this ¥ 
and 1 
in th 
Unde 
the p 
is im) 
is Cor 
right 
possi 
have 
accep 
stren 
the 7 
ness, 
most 
regal 
part 
we 
noth 
we § 
effec 
coun 
claus 
it is 
enou 
of tl 
this 
mor 
and 
the « 
able 
duti 
that 
valu 
large 
will 
a@ mi 
valu 
chat 
of t] 
N 
part 
men 
stan 
the 
this 
hou 
of t! 
und 
mot! 
that 
wou 
rem 
See 
spee 
pit 








1213 


Licensing 


cannot expect much further; but that is 
not my view. I think everything in 
this way must lead to further reform, 
and must clear the way for an advance 
in the direction in which we desire to go. 


the present Parliamentary machinery, it 
isimpossible for us to expect more than 
iscontained in this Bill, but I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will as far as 


possible listen to such Amendments as | 


have been mentioned tonight, which, if 
accepted, would largely add to the 
strength of the Bill. With regard to 
the part of the Bill relating to drunken- 
ness, let me, in the first place, re-echo 
most heartily what has been said with 
regard to the provisions of this 
part of the Bill. They show that 
we are beginning to recognise that 
nothing is more important than that 
we should open our eyes to the evil 
effect of drink on the people of the 
country. 
dause will do some good #s drawn, but 
it is obvious that it does not go far 
enough. It is impossible that a change 
of this kind can adequately deal with 
this matter. We shall have to have a 
more drastic reform in our legislation, 
and give greater powers; but even as 
the clause stands, it will be of consider- 
able value to those charged with these 
duties. Some of my hon. friends think 
that the black list will not be of much 
value. No doubt that will be so in 
large towns, but in rural districts it 
will be most useful, for a man there is 
amarked man, and it will be of great 
value in keeping certain well-known 
characters from coming within reach 
of the evil. 

Now, just one word on the second 
part of the Bill, dealing with the Amend- 


ment of the licensing laws as they now | 


stand. I must express my regret that 
the Government has not included in 
this part of the Bill the ante °69 beer 
houses. It seems to me that the scheme 
of this Bill for putting all the licences 
under one authority would have been 
more reasonable and more systematic if 
that were done, and I hoped this Bill 
would contain such a clause from the 
remarkable speech made by the Colonial 
Secretary at Birmingham. In that 
speech he clearly indicated that his own 
opinion was that it was most desirable 
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With regard to Clause 4, the | 
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| that this class of licences should be in- 
|eluded in the control of the licensing 
' authorities. 


I trust it is not too late for 
the Government to reconsider their 


| position on that point. 
Under the present circumstances, with | 


So much has been said about the 
machinery for dealing with clubs that | 
will not weary the House with any 
views of my own on this part of the 
case. Undoubtedly this is an evil which 
must be dealt with. The only question 


is whether the machinery provided is 
‘adequate fcr the purpose. 


the — On that, 
again, I trust it will not be impossible 
for the Government to consider the 


strengthening of certain clauses. 


Speaking as one who has for a long 
| time taken a very deep interest in every 
| aspect of the temperance question, I can- 
‘not but feel glad at the reception the 
| Bill has received tonight. There is a 
different spirit abroad, not only in the 
country, but in this House as well, with 
regard to any honest attempt to deal with 
the temperance question, whether upon 
moderate or more drastic lines. This fact 
isa good augury for the passage of the Bill 
and for future efforts to legislate upon 
lines of temperance reform. We hear a 
great deal in these days about ‘‘ Empire.” 
There is one thing we should all agree 
upon with regard to that idea and ideal 
—an idea and ideal to which I. for one, 
am most favourable—and that is that 
true empire can rest permanently only 
upon superiority of race. If we are to 
maintain our position, is it not perfectly 
clear that something will have to be 
done to arrest the blight of the evil of 
drunkenness in the country? I am 
speaking, not froma political or sectional 
standpoint, but from the broad standpoint 
of the national life and permanent influ- 
ence of the British Empire throughout 
the world. Recognising as I do that this 
Bill, although it does not go very far, is 
undoubtedly a step in the direction of 
| bringing about the happy result, I, for 
| one, will give it my most cordial support, 
,and I may say that my colleagues with 
whom I am associated from Wales will do 
the same. 


(10.48.) Sirk WILLIAM HOULDS- 
WORTH (Manchester, N.W.): Having 
listened to the speeches which have been 
delivered, I feel it is almost a work of 
supererogation that anyone should rise 
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to offer support to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in relation to this measure. But I 
would like to say a few words, because I 
am associated with a number of Members 
on this side of the House who have 


taken a great interest in the question of | 


temperance reform, and who thank the 
right hon. Gentleman for the Bill he 
has introduced. Of course, many on 
this side, as well as hon. Members 
opposite, feel that the Bill does not do 
all we would like to see done. I will go 
even further, and say it does not do all 
that I think the right hon. Gentleman 
might have done, because, although he 
has followed very closely the recommen- 
dations of the Royal Commission, he has 
not given sufficient weight to some parts 
of those recommendations, which, I 
think, would have improved the Bill. 
It is a small Bill, and in some respects, 
perhaps, an unsatisfactory Bill, but I 
certainly should not like to throw stones 
at it in any way, because I am convinced 
that this question of temperance reform 
will have to be dealt with in piecemeal 
form. I have no faith whatever in 
heroic measures, which generally turn 
out to be heroic failures. Therefore, I 
am not disposed to quarrel with the 
right hon. Gentleman, but I would join 
in the appeals which have been made to 
him to keep an open mind on some 
questions following the lines of the Bill. 
I was glad to hear hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, who are identified with the 
extreme temperance party, say they 
would not, in any Amendments they 
might put down, do anything to injure 
the prospects of the Bill, but that they 
would follow the lines of the Bill. That 
being the case, I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will give full consideration to 
any recommendations which may be 


made. 


I regret the right hon. Gentleman has 
not had the courage to deal with the 
ante “69 beer houses. I know his 
reasons perfectly, but I do not think 
they are altogether satisfactory. He is 
afraid the question of compensation will 
come in. He must be aware by this 
time that even in what he is pro- 
posing with regard to off licences 
the question of compensation is being 
raised. Although he thinks he has some 


ground for differentiating between the 
two in the recommendation of the Royal 


Sir William TTouldsworth. 


{COMMONS} 
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|Commission, he must not forget that 
|at any rate the Minority Report made 
| no distinction whatever between them. 

_ If I understand it rightly, the principle 
on which the Bill is drawn is that gradu. 
ally, sooner or later, all licences must be 
in the hands of the licensing authority 
who must have full and free discretion 
in granting or refusing the licences. It 
is a most anomalous condition of things 
at present that, while that is the prin. 
ciple on which our licensing laws are 
| based, there are certain exceptions which 
I am convinced, if we were starting 
de novo, would never be accepted as neces- 
sary exceptions. If we were framing a 
licensing Bill today, and we adopted the 
principle at all, we should adopt it with 
regard to all kinds of licences. I am 
rather sorry to see the proviso in Clause 
8 which exempts those off licences where 
there is no mixed trading. It is a small 
point, perhaps scarcely worth raising. 
But what I want to see gradually intro- 
duced is an absolutely fuil and free 
discretion on the part of the licensing 
authority in regard to all licences. That 
is the only true principle. In this Bill 
the right hon. Gentleman is making a 
step in that direction. I wish he had 
made the step a little longer, but, as has 
already been said, this is not the end of 
temperance reform, it is only the be- 
ginning, and we on this side are glad 
that that beginning is being made by the 
present Government. It is sometimes 
said that the Conservative Party are not 
very favourable to temperance reform. 
I am glad to congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman on having made a new de- 
parture, and I can assuie im that he 
has a great deal of cordial support from 
those who sit behind him, and very great 
support indeed in the country. 


With regard to Clause 8, I cannot 
accept the argument of my hon. friend 
the Member for Peckham. He seemed 
to think it was an argument that would 
weigh against this clause that there was 

an arbitrary decision of the justices, that 
there would be differences between one 
_ place and another, and that some justices 
would grant licences freely and others 
/not. That is precisely the position you 
/are in with regard to licensed houses as 
a whole. It is an argument against 


| magisterial control altogether, and there- 
fore I do not think there is much value 


~- 
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init. I do not myself feel very strongly 
gs to the injury this class of off licences 
does as compared with licensed houses, 
but at any rate the principle on which | 
shall vote for Clause 8 is that | think 
they, equally with all other licences, 
should be under full magisterial control. 

Then I should like to say a word 
about clubs. I hope my right hon. 
friend will not be offended when I say 
that | think the clauses dealing with 
this matter form the weakest part of the 
Bill. 1 do not think the machinery will 
dy what he is anxious to seedone. ‘There 
are a good many weak points in it, and in 
Committee great changes will have to be 
made, stillon thelines laid downin the Bill. 
There is one point I feel very strongly 
upon—a point recommended by both 
sections of the Royal Commission, viz., 
that there should be re-registration 
every year. I do not think you will be 
able, by leaving it to an informant to 
come forward, to deal with these clubs. 
Even if the provisions are sufficiently 
strong ior preventing bogus clubs getting 
registered in the first place, there are 
many clubs started donw fide in the first 
instance which gradually adopt other 
methods and get into a loose way. The 
consequence is that it will be absolutely 
necessary that these clubs jshould be 
over-hauled and supervised annually in 
order to see that they have maintained 
their position. I do not trust at all to 
the informant. No doubt in very grave 
cases you will find an informant who 
will come forward, but it is quite possible 
for working men’s clubs—many of which 
are most useful institutions and excel- 
lently managed—which it may have been 
right to register in the first instance, to 
deteriorate as time goes on, and very 
quickly to assume an altogether different 
character. This is the principle laid 
down even in the Majority Report. I 
cannot quite understand why my right 
hon. friend, who has followed very 
closely other recommendations of the 
Commission, should have omitted to 
notice the recommendations with 
regard to these clubs. Here is the 


recommendation of the Majority Report | 


with regard tothe registering aut hority— 


“The registering authority shall examine 
the rules and satisfy itself that the elub is not 
formed solely for the purpose of the sale an 
consumption of intoxicating liquor, and some 
check must be placed on the election of 


{7 ApriL 1902} 





Bill. 1218 


; members and the introduction of friends. The 
| sale of intoxicating liquor off the premises 
should be strictly prohibited.” 

In asking that some provision should 
be made for this purpose I hope my hon. 
friend will not think we are doing any- 
thing to oppose the Bill, for our intention 
is to make the measure as perfect as 

| possible. In the case of clubs, the right 
hon. Gentleman has everybody with him, 
so that in this part of the Bill he might 
have made his proposals bolder. I am 
glad to recognise, and the trade have 
recognised, that upon this point there is 
no difference amongst us. I can assure 
my right hon, friend that it is a very 
great pleasure to me, and to those of us 
who have been endeavouring for so many 
years to get our political leaders to deal 
with the temperance question, that we 
have got such a good Bill as this brought 
forward, small though it is. On behalf 
of those perople, I heartily thank the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment for introducing this Bill, and I hope 
that in Committee it will be made as 
perfect as possible. 


(10.17.) Lorp EDMUND  FITZ- 
MAURICE (Wiltshire, Cricklade): I am 
! anxious to say a few words in regard tothe 
general position of those on this side of 
the House in regard to this Bill. It must 
be exceedingly satisfactory to all of usto 
feel that a Bill upon this thorny question 
has, perhaps for the first time in the 
history of this House, met with almost 
, universal commendation. I can say 
without hesitation that there is every 
| wish on this side of the House to do all 
| we can to assist the passage into law of 
this measure. We quite recognise that 
this Bill is one full of detail, and one 
which deals with an enormous number 
of difficult and very complicated points. 
I am not saying this with any desire to 
belittle this measure. ‘There is hardly 
any aspect of the licensing law which it 
/does not touch in detail, and there is 
hardly any point at which it touches the 
‘licensing law where it does not effect 
| some substantial improvement. 


| In the first part of the Bill the clauses 
| proposed are all great improvements in 
‘the law. Allusion has been made to the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act of 1879, 
which was a Bill in which hardly any 
two consecutive clauses touched upon the 
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same matter. 
but, having had some experience of 
magisterial and quarter sessions work, I 
can say that few more useful statutes 
were ever placed upon the Statute-book 
in regard to the general administration 
of the law. All those details taken 
together amounted to a great deal, and 
just in the same way this Bill, although 
-each clause by itself may seem to be but 
a small matter, will, if taken im toto and 
in mass, be a very useful amendment 
and improvement of ourlaw. The hon. 
Member for West Clare in the early part 
of the evening addressed the House at 
some length upon the details of the Bill, 
and complained very bitterly of the 
increase of the penalties. Looking care- 
fully at the penalties which are proposed, 


{COMMONS} 
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matter isin Committee. There has heen 
some considerable criticism, more par- 
ticularly from the hon. Member for 
West Clare, in regard tothe fourth clause 
which, it is said, alters a valuable prin- 
ciple of English law because it reverses, 
according to the hon. Member’s view, the 
well-known principle of English law that 
a man is held to be innocent until he 
has been fully proved to be guilty. That 
is not, in my opinion, a fair criticism of 
this clause, which does not reverse any 
principle of English law. It, however, 
does that which is perfectly familiar to 
everybody who has been concerned with 
the study or administration of law ; that 
is to say, at a certain moment in the 
proceedings it shifts the burden of proof. 





I do not think they are excessive when | The burden of proof at the start is upon 
they are regarded as maximum penalties. | the prosecution; but there comes a 
If any criticism could justly be made, I| moment when, after a primi facie case 
think it would probably be in an opposite | has been made out that drunkenness has 
direction. The hon. Member for Bolton | been permitted on the premises, the pub- 
commenced this debate by drawing | lican has then to prove that the blame was 
attention to Clause 8 of the Bill, which | not with him in allowing that drunken. 
deals with grocers’ licences. I would | ness. It is a familiar process in Jaw to 
point out that there is really no such | shift the burden of proof from the 
thing as a grocers’ licence, but my hon. | prosecution to the defendant, and it is a 
friend seems to be under the impression | well-known process under certain limi- 
that this clause either actually abolishes | tations which are familiar to all practi- 
or is intended to abolish them altogether. | tioners of English law. 

If hon. Members will look at this clause| There is another clause which has 
they will see that that is not the case. | been al'uded to, and it is that whieh 
All that this clause does is to bring the! prohibits justices’ clerks from practising 
grocers’ licences within the purview of| in their own or in a neighbouring petty 
magisterial jurisdiction, and that is a/ sessional division. I think this clause 
usetul provision by which I hope the | will meet with general approval on both 
right hon. Gentleman will stand. It is| sides of the House. Whatever defects 
perfectly true that, to a certain extent, | there may be in this clause, I think the 
you may be increasing the value of principle of it is certainly a sound one. 





licences generally and thus complicate | 
That, I | 


the question of compensation. 
am quite willing to grant, is true as far 


as it goes, but the increase in the value | 
of this monopoly will not be so great | 


when you consider how great it has 
become already. 


While I am dealing with the second part 
of the Bill on behalf of the hon. Members 
sitting on this side of the House, | think 
I may say that there are two grave 
omissions in this measure. One has been 
alluded to by the hon. Member for North 
West Manchester. The first is the 
deal 


with what are 


I do not in the least desire to under-| omission to 
rate the gravity of the question of this| popularly known as the on licences 
monopoly which stands in our way when- | before 1869. I certainly hope that in 
ever we attempt to grapple with this| Committee the right hon. Gentleman 
difficult problem. Therefore, I hope that | the Home Secretary will remember that 
under the circumstances the hon. Mem- | a majority of the Commissionerssuggested 
ber for Bolton will be satisfied with the | that certain alterations should be made 
explanation given of this clause, but if | in this direction. Some day or another 
he is not satisfied with the clause as it | we shall have to face this question. The 
‘stands I trust he will feel that, at all/ second omission is one which has not 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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been mentioned in the ‘debate, and it is | 
the absence in this Bill of prohibition of 
any magisterial business on premises | 
licensed for the sale of intoxicating 
liquors. There are still places left 
where the magistrates sit and where 
justice is administered on premises 
which hold licences for the sale of 
intoxicating liquor, and I cannot help) 
feeling that this is a condition of 
affairs which certainly ought to be) 
deprecated. In these days there are | 
really no great difficulties in the way | 
of the county authority providing a | 
court house quite apart from the place | 
where liquor is sold, and in that manner 
enabling justice to be administered away 
from those obnoxious and objectionable 
surroundings. I hope that if a new 
clause is moved in Committee on this 
question, the right hon. Gentleman will | 
give it careful consideration. 


I want to say one word on Part III 
of the Bill, and I wish especially to do 
so because it so happens that I repre- 
sent in this House a constituency which 
includes the town of Swindon, where, 
I believe, the percentage of the total 
population connected with clubs is 
larger than in any town in England. 
It was given in the evidence of 
Mr. Hall, and I can almost say, from 
my own knowledge, that in Swindon 
the percentage of working men in the 
population who belong to clubs is larger 
than in any town in England. I can 
say on behalf of that large, energetic, 
and industrious population, which is 
connected with one of the greatest 
railway industries in this country, that 
they wish to see this question settled 
ina reasonable manner, and that there | 
is no desire whatever on the part of 
those who are interested in the clubs | 
to protect or promote bogus clubs; 
and therefore, if it is found desirable 
toamend the clauses so asto define more 
strictly the distinction between real 
and bogus clubs ; the right hon. Gentle- 
man can reckon on the support of all 
members of the real clubs which are 
not brought together under a mask 
to disguise what is really a_ public 
house, and to promote the sale of 
liquor as distinct from club life. I 
think these clauses are rather loosely | 
drawn. It was pointed out by the right 
hon. Gentleman, in reply to the hon. 
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Member for West Clare, that he entirely 
misunderstood the proposal with refer- 
ence to the issue of the warrant, and the 
proceeedings which are to follow. The 
hon. Member, being the representative 
of an Irish constituency, may be pardoned 
if he is not familiar with the machinery 


of the English licensing law. Anybody 


who is familiar with English summary 
jurisdiction is aware, as the right hon. 
Gentleman pointed out, that the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act will operate. 
I therefore hope that these clauses will 
be closely scanned, and that the right 
hon. Gentleman will approach this 
question with an open mind, so that we 


| may be able to draw up aset of clauses 


which will give satisfaction to the 
members of what may be called bowi fide 
clubs. 


In conclusion, I just wish to say that 
it is a great pleasure for all parties in 
the House to join together in the work 
of blessing a Government measure, but 
although that feeling was cordially 
entertained on this side of the House, 
and we accept the Bill as a useful 
measure, it must at the same time be 
understood that we cannot accept it as in 
any way a real settlement of, the licensing 
question. The very fact that a Bill 
which deals with so many complicated 
points has been received with such 
unanimity is evidence that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary, 
had he been a trifle bolder, could have 
carried the House with him a little 
further. Be that as it may, it has to 
be understood that no amendment of 
the licensing law will be satisfactory 
which does not deal with the licensing 
Sooner or later the 
question will have to be faced. I do 
not conceal my own opinion that hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House have advantages in 
dealing with this question which jwe 
have not got. They can carry with 
them on occasion those forces which 
generally resist licensing reform in a 
manner we can never hope to do,oand 
I earnestly hope that the Home 
Secretary and his friends will not con- 
sider, when they have passed this Bill 
into law, that they have said the last 
word on licensing reform, but will 
rather screw up their courage and at 


2Y 
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some early date come forward with a| 


large and comprehensive measure in| 


that direction. 


*(10.23.) Mr. RITCHIE: I am sure the 
Government have every reason to be satis- 
fied with the manner in which their pro- 
posals regarding this very difficult question 
have been received by the House. They 
have been received, I think, with approba- 
tion from all quarters of the House, with 
perhaps the exception of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Clare, who was 
the only Member among those who have 
spoken who objected to the Bill root and 
branch. 


Major JAMESON: I did not object 
to it root and branch. I thought if Part 
II was omitted, Parts I and III could go 
to the Grand Committee without a 
division. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: At the same time, the 
hon. and gallant Member’s speech was 
full of absolute condemnation of all the 
other clauses. He took them one by one, 
and had not a single word to say in 
favour of them. 


Mason JAMESON: I did not take 
them one by one, because you would not 
allow me, Sir. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: We will not quarrel 
over that. Certainly the hon. and gallant 
Member damned the whole Bill with 
extremely faint praise. On the other 
hand, I am bound to say that, although 
there has been naturally a good deal of 
criticism upon the Bill, on the whole the 
principle of it has heen well received, and 
that is a very good augury of the pro- 
spect of its being passed into law during 
the present session. I quite admit that 
no one who desires to go further than the 
Bill is in any way committed to consider- 
ing it as a settlement of the whole 
temperance question, but all are agreed 
that it deserves to pass into law. The 
noble Lord has expressly reserved for 
himself and those who agree with him 
the right of action on any future occasion, 
and I quite admit that he has a full 
right, having regard to the fact that this 
Bill only deals with a certain number of 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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the matters advocated by temperance 
reforms, to reserve his views as to other 
matters. This Bill has not been intro. 
duced with a view of giving full satis. 
faction to what I will call the extreme 
temperance reformer; but in drawing 
this Bill, while I gave full attention 
to the representations which have 
been made by the extreme temper. 
ance party, I felt sure that there was a 
strong feeling—which was by no means 
confined to that party—both in the 
House and the country, that the time 
had arrived when some step in advance 
ought to be taken on this important 
question, and it was in order to 
meet this opinion that we have taken 
this step. Some hon. Gentlemen think 
it is a small one. I think it is a 
very considerable one. The hon. and 
gallant Member for West Clare, in the 
beginning of his speech, accused me 
of showing some contempt for the 
House in not making a_ speech on 
the opening of this Second Reading 
debate, but he must be aware that it is 
the common practice on such an occasion 
for the Minister in charge of the Bill to 
wait until he has heard the criticisms of 
hon. Members before addressing the 
House upon it. I regret the portion of 
the hon. and gallant Member’s speech 
in which he practically used a threat to 
the Government and the House as to 
what would be the consequences of the 
passing of a Bill of this kind. He 
pictured in glowing terms the manner 
in which every section of the trade 
would join in bringing down their 
wrath on the heads of the Government 
and those who supported them in con- 
nection with this Bill. His speech was 
in very marked contrast with that of 
the hon. Member for Salford, who, being 
himself associated with the _ trade, 
welcomed the Bill. And, although he 
criticised many details of the Bill, he 
had, on the whole, nothing but good to 
say of the principles incorporated in it. 
My hon. friend the Member for Salford 
raised many points, and asked what 
would be the operation of particular 
clauses and sub-clanses. I hope he will 
not consider me disrespectful if I ask 
him and others to allow the points of 
detail to be considered and dealt with in 
Committee. It would be quite impossible 
to take up every one of these points on 
the Second Reading of the Bill. I can 
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assure hon. Members who have drawn 
my attention to imperfections in the 
measure, to sins of omission as well as 
of commission, that I am prepared to 
consider with an open mind any pro- 
posals which may be made either from 
the one side or the other when the time 
arrives to discuss the details in Com- 
nittee. 


But there are some points of larger 
criticism which the House may properly 
expect me to deal with. There is 
(Clause 4, for example, which has been 
described as an unjust clause. The evil 
with which the clause proposes to deal 
isone of the most flagrant, one of the 
most serious evils in connection with the 
whole question of the sale of intoxicating 
liquor. It is an evil which every 
publican can avoid if he chooses to take 
sufficient care. In a serious matter of 
this kind the House is justified, having 
regard to the awful evils which follow 
from drunkenness, to expect that those 
who have certain privileges in dealing 
with the sale of liquor shall take every 
possible care and precaution to abate the 
evils which cause so much misery, 
degradation, and ruin, as intemperance 
does in this country. And what, after 
ill, does this clause propose to do? It 
is said that we are putting every publican 
on his trial, and instead of giving him 
the usual treatment of a person on his 
trial, we assume him guilty, and call 
upon him to prove his innocence. I 
think that is an exaggerated state- 
ment of the purport of the clause, 
because, before anything can be done 
under it, it must be proved that some 
person was drunk on the publican’s 
premises, and, seriously, it is not too much 
tosay toa publican, ‘‘ If you have people 
drunk on your premises, the assumption is 
that they got drunk there, and it remains 
ior you to show that you have taken every 
precaution that you can to prevent it.” I 
am satisfied that what the hon. Member 
for West Clare says, and what the hon. 
Member for Salford says, is true—that 
itis not only the duty but the interest 
of every publican to see that drunkenness 
does not take place on his premises, 
because the greatest enemy of the 
licensed trade unquestionably is the 
drunkard. If every hon. Member knew 
4 much as I do about the number of 
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crimes of violence which take place 
‘immediately upon the criminal leaving a 
public house drunk, they would feel with 
me that if the House can, by passing this 
Act, do something to prevent people leav- 
ing public housesin a state of intoxication, 
they would be doing much to repress 
crime. Then with regard to what is 
called the “black list,” it is said this 
particular clause will be inoperative. | 
agree with hon. Members that this 
clause will be largely inoperative in 
large towns, but it must not be forgotten 
that you are not only penalising by this 
Bill the licence holder who serves a 
person whom he knows to be on the 
black list, but you are also penalising 
the person himself. If we say to that 
person, “You have become an_ in- 
veterate drunkard, and an enemy to 
society, and so you will not be able to 
purchase drink for a certain period,” 
that is, if nothing else, I think, a step 
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in the right direction ; and _ the 
provision will be operative in small 


towns and country villages as far as the 
dispenser of the liquor also is concerned. 
And if we agree that in large towns it 
will not be operative, let us take it for 
what it is worth, and let us accept it in 
these small towns and areas and be 
thankful for it. 


There has also been criticism about 
the omission from the Bill of any 
provision dealing with the _ beer 
houses licensed prior to the Act of 
1869. The difficulties of such a 
provision are very serious. There is, for 
instance, the question of compensation. 
Some hon. Members treated that as 
being alight anda small matter. It must 
be remembered that when the majority 
of the Commission recommended that the 
beer houses should be dealt with, they 
coupled the recommendation with the 
question of compensation. Whatever 
may be said as tothe claim for com- 
pensation which the ordinary licensed 
dealers may have, even more may be 
said for the case of these ante-’69 
beer houses, because in that year 
Parliament deliberately gave these beer 
houses a Parliamentary title. It was said 
that they were not to be placed fully under 
the justices, but were to remain as they 
were, and thatall futurelicences were to be 
placed fully under the justices. Surely, if 
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any case can be made out for compen-! Parliament and the public mind for half- 
sation, it is made out here, where an/|a-century. But that time has not yet 
absolutely Parliamentary title has been come, and therefore I believe that it would 
created under the Act. I do not have been unwise for me to have taken 
defend the wisdom of Parliament in’ up in the Bill this question, which un- 
putting these houses in that position, | doubtedly would have raised the thorny 
but I have to look at the law as it;and difficult question of compensa 
stands, and I could not defend the intro-| tion, without attempting to deal with 
duction of these beer houses into the Bill | it as a whole. 
upon any agreement between the two, 
Reports of the Royal Commission. It) In regard to the question of the 
is quite true that the two sections of the | disqualification of members of the 
Commission agreed that these beer houses _ Watch Committee, I think that Com- 
ought to be placed under the licensing mittee stands in a very different 
authority, but then the report of one of position from the Licensing Committee. 
them raised the: question of compensa- The Watch Committee does not exist 
tion, and I am perfectly satisfied—and I | solely for the purpose of dealing with 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen who have had | licensing matters; nor, indeed, strictly, 
anything to do with this question of does it exist for that purpose at all. It has 
compensation—that if that question had many other quite different duties. The 
been raised on this Bill, it would have | Committee is composed of members elected 
wrecked the measure. It has been said | by the Council itself ; it consists of gentle- 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite that if we men who have many duties to perform, 
hadraisedthequestion of compensation,we and I am bound to say that it would be 
should have found agreement in quarters invidious for us to say that a member of 
where we little expected to find it. I a Watch Committee who has an interest 
hope that view will grow, because it is im licensed premises ought not to be on 
only by its growth and increase that the that Committee. 
whole licensing question can be dealt 
with in a comprehensive manner. For, Now I come to what are more impor 
my part, I absolutely decline to be a/ tant criticisms on the Bill. There is the 
party to any Bill which proposes to con- question of clubs. A great deal of criticism 
fiscate the property of people who have | has been expressed on our proposals in con- 
invested their money in a_ perfectly | nectionwith clubs. I have already, casually 
legitimate business, with a title, if| across the floor of the House, explained 
not created by Parliament, at least | that the fears which were expressed hy 
sreated by use and wont. As the! those who are associated with working 
1on. Gentleman opposite knows, I do} men’s clubs, when the provisions of the 
ot think Iam to be accused of faint- | Bill were first made known, were grounded 


| a PA 
heartedness in this matter, because I have | UPON a misapprehension. It seems to be 
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made not one but two attempts to deal 
with the whole question upon the basis 
of compensation to be raised from the 
trade itself. Those proposals were scouted 
and scorned and rejected, but I bel-eve 
that in them is to be found the 
root of the whole matter. I am 
perfectly satisfied that if hon. Gentlemen 
who desire to see a large and compre- 
hensive measure of licensing reform 
were to be reasonable and were to 
acknowledge the undoubted title which 
licence holders have to adequate and 
proper compensation—to be paid by the 
trade—we should be able to fix on a 
basis that would lead to a settlement of 
the whole question which has agitated 








Mr. Ritchie. 


supposed that a postcard put into a 
letter box by any man in the street would 
be considered a sufficient intimation to 
enable action to be taken and entry to 
be made into any working men’s club. | 
have already shown that these fears are 
groundless; but the hon. Gentleman 
opposite seems to desire that some words 
should be inserted in the Bill which 
would make it clear that in point of fact 
the provisions of the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Acts apply {and that they should 
be set out in u1ler that he who runs 
may read. That would be a very 
difficult thing to do, because it would 
seem to imply, unless these clauses were 
also set out in the various other Acts 
which deal with this matter, that they did 
not apply to them. Therefore, I think it 
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would be a dangerous thing to do; but 
I will consider whether it would be 
. to put into a schedule to the 
ill the provisions of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts, so as to make it per- 
fectly clear what are the provisions which 
will apply in these cases. I am satisfied, 
however, that the fears which have been 
expressed of unnecessary interference 
with respectable clubs will prove to be 
groundless, and that those interested will 
be perfectly satisfied with the result. 


Licensing 





Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Will there be any provision as 
to appeal ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. That is a 
portion of the judicial machinery which 
will be set up by the Bill. it is said that 
there should be an appeal to the High 
Court, but I think that would be very 
improper. Surely, the proper appeal is to 
quarter sessions, which is less expensive, 
and there is no reason to doubt that 
full justice would be done. The hon. 
Member for the Camborne division gave 
us a sketch of his own Bill on this 
subject, which he naturally prefers to 
our Bill. But his proposals were of 
a totally different character to ours. 
His plan was different. It was of the 
nature of an inquiry by the registering 
authority into the whole machinery of | 
these various clubs, and the registration | 
thereby provided constituted almost a | 
licence. Now, Sir, that is not our plan. | 
We do not propose to give anything | 
of the nature of a licence to clubs at | 
all. Our view is that we should| 
endeavour to get every club registered, | 
and every club not registered which 
ought to be registered can, of course, 
be proceeded against. We desire to 
get all the clubs registered for the 
purpose of dealing with bogus clubs. 
It may well be that the provisions of 
the Bill would be better for some 
strengthening. I will not shut my 
eyes or my ears to any proposal in| 
that direction which may be made in | 
Committee; but I would warn the 
House against being too drastic in 
dealing with these clubs. It must be 
remembered that the honest working 
men’s club is a very great advantage 
indeed in many different ways, and 
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clubs of that kind ought not to} be 
discouraged, but ought to be encouraged. 
I think if we proceed too far in 
the way of drastic legislation in con- 
nection with this matter, we may greatly 
offend the members of the clubs we 
desire to encourage, and we may greatly 
interfere with the creation of similar 
clubs. Therefore, while 1 am quite 
prepared to listen to any reasonable 
proposal for strengthening the club 
clauses in the direction of the Bill, I 
must warn the House not to proceed 
too drastically in this matter. 


There is, however, one question 
of great importance which has been 
raised, and which I think is worthy 
of full consideration; and that is the 
question of the sale of liquor off the 
premises. I am bound to say that 
I think there is a very strong argu- 
ment for strengthening the clause in 
that direction. I do not believe that 
any good club can desire to have the 
privilege of selling ‘“off’’ at all, but at 
any rate, there is one kind of selling 
“off” which is most pernicious, and 
that is the giving out of liquor at a 
club to some individual, male or female, 
who comes with an order from a 
member. I certainly think we ought 
to go at least that far, if not still 
farther. I do not shut my eyes to the 
necessity of going still farther, but | 
think that is a kind of sale which the 
House ought to discourage and make 
illegal. 


Now I come to the other great 
question which has been a matter of 
great discussion in the House—I mean 
the question of grocers’ licences. The 
hon. Member for Bolton, who brought 
this matter before the attention of the 
House, is evidently a free trader in 
matters of this kind. If one may judge 
by the tone of his speech, and by the 
attitude he took up, he did not see any 
reason why anybody should not sell spirits. 
He did not see why there should be any 
control at all. There isa great deal to 
be said for the hon. Gentleman’s point of 
view, but free trade must be surrounded 
with great precautions, and it has not 
proved very successful where it has been 
tried. It was triedin Liverpool, but led 
to so many evils that it had to be given 
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up. But I cannot pretend to argue with 
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the hon. Member who takes up the. 
ground of free trade in this matter. I) 
think a great deal of the criticism which | 


has been advanced against this proposal 
has arisen from an entire misconception, 
either of what we wish or of what is 
likely to be done under the operation of 
the clause. It seems to be assumed 
that, if these licences are put under 
magisterial control, they will at once 
be swept off the face of the earth. 
Nothing is farther from our thoughts 
or from probability than that any 
such action should be taken. So far 
from that being the case, I am perfectly 
willing to admit that grocers’ licences, in 
many respects, serve a useful purpose: 
but no hon. Gentleman, except the hon. 
Member for Bolton, would contend that, 
because that is the case, every shop in 
every town or village ought to have a 
section oj its business devoted to the sale 
of wines and spirits. It is a misnomer, 
as has been pointed out by one or two 
hon. Members, to talk about grocers’ 
licences. These licences are not confined 
to grocers. Any trader or tradesman 
in any village or town may go to the 
excise or to the licensing authority, and 
demand a licence, and it cannot be re- 
fused except on conditions, with which 
there is not the least difficulty in com- 
plying. 


Mr. HARWOOD: My point is simply 
this—that these licences answer now; 
why, then, make them a monopoly ? 
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Now as to multiplication. In 1879 there 
were 5,646 off spirit licences ; in 1901 they 
had increased to 10,250. In 1879 there 
were 8,310 off wine licences, in 190] 
they had increased to 11,607, and this 
is exclusive of 2,079 mixed beer and wine 
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| licences authorised in 1880, so it will be 


seen that since 1879 these licences have 
increased by some 100 per cent., or nearly 
doubled, which is far in excess of the 
increase of population. Now, let us see 
with regard to the question of drunken- 
ness, especially as regards women. In 
England and Wales the average deaths 
from intemperance in the years 1877 to 
1881 were 60 per million men,and 25 per 
million women ; and for the years 1892 to 
1896 the proportion became 86 for men, 
and increased to 51 for women per 
million. To put it another way —For 
the years 1877 to 1881, of every hundred 
deaths from intemperance 69 were males 
and 31 females; for the years 1892 to 
1896 the figures are 61 males and 39 
females. Therefore, while there has been 
a gradual decrease in the number of 
deaths from intemperance for men, there 
has been a gradual increase in the number 
of deaths for women. ‘The proportion oi 
men has decreased by 8 per cent. and the 
proportion of women has increased by 8 
per cent. 


I am not prepared to argue that our 
proposals with regard to these mixed 
licences are entirely based on any ground 
such as that I have just named. At the 
sume time, many good people who 
thoroughly believe what they say, have 


‘told Committees and Commissions that 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I do not say they 
answer now. What I said was that they 
served a useful purpose undoubtedly. 
Notwithstanding that, I should strongly | 
object to their multiplication absolutely 
unchecked. Some hon. Gentlemen have 
said there is no evidence to show that 
these licences have increased. That is 
quite contrary tothe fact; andas regards 
the House of Lords Committee which 
has been referred to, it should be observed 
than the Report went on to state— 


“Should the evils, however, apprehended by | 
some witnesses from the cuailolieation or 

abuse of these licences eventually occur, it may | 
become the duty of the Legislature to consider | 
what further restrictions should be imposed | 
on their issue.” | 


Mr. Ritchie. 


they do connect the one with the other. 
But Sir, whether that is so, or whether 
it is not—and Ido not myself argue our 
proposal upon that basis—what is the 
position? There were two parties on the 
Royal Commission, and two Reports were 
issued, The proposal in the Minority Re- 
port was not, as the hon. Gentleman for 
Oldham said, the same as the proposal in 
the Majority Report. The proposal which 
the Minority Report preferred was to 
abolish grocers’ licences altogether at 
the end of five years. The proposal 
in the Majority Report was _ that 
they should be placed fully under 
the jurisdiction of the magistrates. In 
considering what steps we could take 
in the direction of temperance, how was 
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of the Royal Commission on this particu- | 


lar point ? We did not believe, I do not 
believe, that it would be a wise thing to 
abolish these licences altogether, as recom- 
mended by the minority section of the 
Roya! Commission ; but we could not 


ignore the fact that the majority in their | 
Report recommended that they should be 
put under magisterial control. This Re- | 
port was signed by eight members of the 
trade, some of them brewers, some of | 
them licensed victuallers, and one a/| 
member of this very Mixed Traders’ As- | 


sociation, a partner in the largest firm 
connected with this trade—a firm which, 
I believe, has been largely instrumental 
in getting up all the various representa- 
tions which have been made to Members 


of Parliament, for there can be no doubt | 


that, though there have been many hands 
at work in this matter, it has all proceeded 
from the one direction. As I say, this Re- 
port was signed by the gentleman who was 
amember of that firm without qualifica- 
tion. Every one acquainted with the 
procedure of a Royal Commission knows 
that, although a member may sign a Re- 
port generally, he may also sign an addi- 
tional report making qualifications. If 
this gentleman thought that such a catas- 
trophe was going to fall on the trade as 
is now feared, why did he not say so? 
My hon. friend the Member for Altrincham 
offers the excuse that he signed the 
Report on the understanding that the 
licensing authority, to which these mixed 
traders’ licences were to be committed, 
was to be a reformed authority, and my 
hon. friend implied that if this gentleman 
had thought that the licensing authority 
were to remain as it was, he would never 
have signed the Report at all. First, let 
me point out that the Majority Report 
made no change in the court of appeal 
at all. It is quite true that there was a 
suggestion that there should be a repre- 
sentative element on the court of first 
instance, but they altogether objected to 
any representative element on the court 
of appeal, which is the court which will 
ultimately have to deal with this ques- 
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it possible for us to ignore these Reports | reformed authority. 


Bill, 


These are the 
words : ‘“ Of these the first two ’’—that is, 
the off wine and spirit licences—“ are of 
course far the most important, and we 
recommend that full magisterial control 
and discretion should apply.” Where is 
my hon. friend’s change of authority ‘ 
It has no existence. When that gentle- 
man signed the report consenting to 
these licences coming under an authority, 
he was not referring to a reformed 
authority but to a magisterial authority. 


1234 


Mr. GROVES said that the “off” 
beer houses had to be classed with 
grocers licences. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend is 
quite mistaken. This Report is altogether 
independent of the “off” beer licences. 


Masor JAMESON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not read the passage 
which runs— 


“The beer ‘off’ licences were dealt with in 
1882.” 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Does not the hon. 
Gentleman see that that destroys his 
case? How were they dealt with in 
1882? I ought to know, because I 
brought in the Bill and passed it, not 
only with the unanimous consent of the 
House of Commons, but with the 
consent of all sections of the trade. 
They were exactly in the position in 
which the grocers’ licences now are, and 
they were put, by the Act of 1882, in 
exactly the position in which we now 
desire to place these grocers’ licences. 
Therefore, how the hon. Gentleman can 
argue that the Act of 1882 supports his 
case I cannot for the life of me under- 
stand. I was going to quote it as 
evidence that Parliament had taken in 
1882 the very line we now propose to 


take. There was then no question of 
compensation or of creating § a 


tion, if any person considers that he has | 


been wrongtully deprived of his licence. 
But even putting that aside, I think my 
hon. friend is mistaken as to the recom- 
mendation which this gentleman signed. 
It was not at all a recommendation for a 


monopoly; all the trade was favour- 
able to the proposal of 1882, and, 
here again, | would draw from the ex- 
perience of that Act this conclusion, that 
all the fears expressed by hon. Gentlemen 
as to what will happen when these new 
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powers come into force, are unfounded. 
Did the magistrates in 1882, when the 
‘off’ beer licences were placed under 
their control, proceed to sweep them 
away 1? 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn): 


The result of that measure in Bradford 


was that 130 out of 360 licences were | 


immediately abolished. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: And a most happy 
result. 
cerned there was an absolute scandal. 
The place was overcrowded with these 
licences and they 
very largely reduced; but taking the 
licences as a whole, they were not re- 
duced, and remained about the same. 
I am bound to say that if such a state 
of things as existed in Bradford existed 
anywhere else, the magistrates would 
be justified in doing what they did in 
Bradford. Who were injured? Were 
the public injured? No, because they 
got all they wanted from the remaining 
licences. Were the licence holders in- 
jured?) Why, what could have been 
the value of a licence in Bradford when 
they were so overcrowded ? 


Mr. REMNANT: That is not the 
point. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the provision would not make any 
difference. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I never disputed the 
point that there might be areas where 
the magistrates would very properly 
decide that these licences were too 
numerous, and would accordingly reduce 
them. There is one other point which 
I wish particularly to deal with. Some 
assertions were made that no representa- 
tions had been made with regard to 
this question to the Home Office by any 
bench of magistrates. That is quite a 
mistake. At the general annual 
meeting of the licensing magistrates for 
the city of Manchester, it was declared 
that the justices viewed with alarm the 
fact that the spirit and wine dealers 


were increasing at a tremendous rate, | 


and that the law compelled the magis- 
trates to grant licences which in their 
discretion they would withhold. I may 
tell the House that the borough 


Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


So far as Bradford was con- | 


were reduced, and | 
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| justices of Preston, Exeter, Portsmouth 
| and the Derby Quarter Sessions have 
| expressed approval of our proposals, and 
that the Liverpool justices and many 
| others have also approved. 
| Mason JAMESON : 
Croydon ? 


What about 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I will tell the hon. 
Gentleman. The only representation 
'I had from Croydon on this question 
was a representation from a grocer 
objecting to this clause written on paper 
stamped with the name of Messrs, 
Gilbey. I was saying that licensing 
justices have written to us in consider. 
able numbers, and more than forty 
towns desired to be represented on a 
‘deputation to the Secretary of State 
from licensing benches, asking for the 
power which is to be given to them 
under Clause & Therefore I am as 
tonished to hear hon. Gentlemen say 
, that the licensing justices do not desire 
to have this power conferred on them. 
I have seen no indication whatever of 
any feeling of that kind. On the con- 
trary, every indication that has come 
before me has been that the justices 
‘feel that they are, comparatively speak- 
ing, handicapped in their attempts to 
reduce, by negotiation and otherwise, 
the number of licences, by the fact that 
the value of the reduction they bring 
‘about may be destroyed by any number 
of persons coming forward for these off 
licences, without there being the smallest 
power on their part to refuse them. | 
believe that the operation of this Bill, if 
carried into law, will not be so much 
the sweeping away of existing licences as 
the prevention of the growth of an un- 
numbered multitude more, and I think 
that if this power is recommended by 
both sections of the Commission, if it 
is asked for by public opinion generally, 
as I am sure it is, and if it is asked for 
by the licensing authorities, the House 
ought to hesitate long! before it refuses 
| to give it. 

I have only one or two words further 
to say. An hon. Member opposite told 
us that we should be punished for this 
harassing of the trade. Well, if we are, 
we shall have to submit to it. But to 
say that the trade is being harassed by 
| anything in this Bill is to say something 
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which I do not think is justified by the 
facts. There is no question of harassing 
the man who carries on his trade in a 
legitimate manner. There is not a 
single provision in the Bill which would 
hit the man who tries to conduct his 
business carefully and endeavours to see 
that the law ts obeyed. The evils we 
have to deal with are palpable; they are 
recognised not only by the great bulk of 
public opinion, but by the licence holders 
themselves, who know that the excesses 
which go on in all parts of the country 
are greatly to their damage, and who 
desire to see them suppressed. It is 
upon the smaller premises that the law 
is set at defiance, and such premises are 
a danger to the respectably conducted 
houses. I am_ satisfied, from what I 
know and from what I hear, that 
publicans throughout the length and 
breadth of the land are desirous of 
seeing some change in the law by which 
those who set the law at defiance should 
be punished, and the discredit removed 
irom the rest. 

But, however that may be, it must 
be remembered that we have, after 
all, to consider the public interests in- 
volved in this question—public interests 
which, in my opinion, are paramount. | 
do not wish to do injustice to any one, 
and I do not believe a scrape of injustice 
will be done by the Bill. If the Bill errs 
at all it is on the side of moderation 
rather than of severity. Although it is 
not as large, perhaps, as some people 
desire. it will do much good. It will 
protect the wife and children from the 
drunken husband and father, and the 
husband and children from the drunken 
wife and mother: off licences will be 
placed under control, which will prevent 
that continual increase which I do not 
think the public demand requires ; and 
I believe that the curse of bogus clubs, 
which are a fruitful source of drunken- 


ness and crime, will be so dealt with as | 


to secure their practical abolition. If 
our proposals do not, in the opinion of 


the House, effect that, I shall be glad to | 


consider any Amendments with regard 
tothem, or indeed with regard to any 
portion of the Bill, and, I hope, to con- 


sider them in a fair and straightforward | 


manner. I thank the House for the 
manner in which they have dealt with 
this Bill, which, if passed—amended no 
[FourTH SERIES, | 


VOL. CV. 
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doubt as it will be in Committee—will 
be a great step in the direction we all 
desire, and I believe that we shall see 
the result in less crime and increased 
sobriety. 


*(11.22.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston): I should have hesitated 
to intervene in this debate were it not 
for the fact that I have been in con- 
ference upon the objects of this Bill with a 
large number of representatives of work- 
ing men’s clubs in the Metropolis. The 
clause to which I particularly desire 
to refer is Clause 21, but before 
doing so I should like to say a word 
with regard to the remarkable and 
able speech of the hon. Member for 
Bolton. To a large extent I agree with 
the conclusions at which he has arrived 
with regard to the question of off- 
licences. If hon. Members desire to 
know exactly how it is that drunken- 
ness has increased to such an alarming 
extent amongst women, [ can take them 
through some of the slums of London 
and afford them an experience which 
would be extremely painful, but at the 
same time very useful to them in mak- 
ing up their minds on this subject. For 
several years past I have come through 
the district known as Clare Market. 
Scores of times I have stopped and 
looked into a particular low-class wine 
and spirit establishment in that district, 
and counted the number of women in 
the different bars. On every occasion | 
have found a large proportion of the 
customers to be women—fifteen out of 
twenty, and sometimes eighteen out of 
twenty, have been women. There are 
scores of establishments of a similar 
character in the Metropolis. They attract 
their customers by a particular class of 
liquor, generally gin. In Clare Market 
the women consider that they can get 
the best gin in the whole of the 
neighbourhood at this particular estab- 
lishment. Within 100 yards of this 
place there is a grocer’s shop at which 
you can get in bottle, wines, spirits, and 
beer, but I have never seen a man, 
woman, or child in that shop purchasing 
liquor in bottle, although I suppose they 
must occasionally do so. It is at the 
public house that the evil goes on ; it is 
there that the women acquire these un- 
fortunate habits of drunkenness which 


2Z 
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lead to such terrible results. My own 
impression is that in the establish- 
ments with off licences you get a purer 
and cheaper article, in an atmosphere 
which morally is very much clearer, 
than in a public house; therefore, | do 
not think it is advisable to do anything 
to abolish or to hinder the progress ot 
these establishments in the getting of 
off licences, as the evil there is very much 
less than in the public house. 

In regard to Clause 21, there are 4.500 
bona fide working-men’s clubsin the U nited 
Kingdom, and we have to do our best to 
safeguard the existence of these institu- 
tions. How many bogus clubs there are it 
is impossible to say. As to thedrunken 
ness which goes on, I am probably the 
only Member of the House directly con 
nected by membership with a club ot 
the type we are discussing. I have been 
a member for nearly twenty years; the 
club is one of the largest in the Metro- 
polis, there being nearly 2,000 members : 
and, although not a constant atten lant, 
I have been a frequent attendant, but | 
have never seen more than half a dozen 
men there in a state of intoxication. | 
think that will compare very favourably 
wth the percentage of intoxicated men 
in West End clubs. If gentlemen of the 
extreme temperance wing would only 
become as well acquainted with the 
inside as they apparently are with the 
outside of these clubs, they would arrive 
at very different conclusions than those 
they now hold. These clubs are an 
enormous advantage to the community ; 
they are a great gain to the cause of 
temperance, and should be tostered and 
encouraged by the triends of temperance. 
The hon. Member for the Spen Valley 
Division alluded to the counting of the 
number of men entering a_ particular 
elub in York, and the number entering 
three public houses in that city, and said 
that more men entered the club than 
entered the three public houses put 
together. But there is this great differ- 
ence, that all the men who went into the 
public houses went in to spend their money 
and to drink, whereas the chances are that 
one half of the men who entered the 
club spent nothing at all. I know 
men connected with our own club who 
are as good or even better advocates of 
temperance than those who pose here as 


the friends of temperance, but who, by | 


Mr. Cremer. 


{COMMONS} 
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- 


pressing their extreme views, frequentiy 
do much more harm than good to the 
cause. In a public house you must 
spend—in a club you may; and there 
is all the difference vetween permission 
and compulsion. Therefore, on the 
whole, the clubs are a great improve- 
ment on the public houses, because a 
member of a club need not drink, and 
may remain there all day without 
spending a single farthing, his member- 
ship fee covering the cost of the up-keep 
of the establishment. A fortnight ago 
we held an important conference, at 
which some 200 clubs were represented. 
The conference discussed the Bill we are 


now considering, and the delegates 
came to the conclusion that the Bill 


on the whole was a good one, save 
and except Clause 21, to which they 
had serious objection, and I think 
their grounds of objection are Lond fide. 
They fear that the common informer, a 
spiteful opponent.a disappointed publican, 
or the jealous wife who does not care 


about her husband being at the club, 
might put the law in motion. A 


prosecution would then ensue, and the 
result might be that a number of 
frivolous and vexatious prosecutions 
might sake place unless the members 
of bondi fide clubs are safeguarded. The 
delegates at this conterence were quite 
as averse to the existence of bogus clubs 
as the Home Secretary himself, and they 
expressed their thankfulness to him 


for having made an _ honest effort 
to put an end to these pest houses. 
It is such elubs that bring dis- 


grace upon the hemi fide organisations 
of working men, and in the name of 


the conierence | tender the thanks 
of the delegates to the right hon. 


Gentleman for his attempt to put 
down such iniquitous institutions. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Divide, divide.”’] No hon. Member 
has spoken as directly representing 
clubs, and I do not think I have 
wasted much time in saying what I| 
have said, because I have instructions 
from the conference in regard to the 
Bill now under discussion. A great 
deal more might be said in regard 
to Clause 21, but I hope that when 
the Bill comes before the Committee 
a serious attempt will be made to 
improve that clause. I am satisfied that 
the right hon. Gentleman will approach 
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this question with an open mind, 
and that he will try to do something 
to assist the cause of temperance, 
which is what we all desire. It is in 
this spirit that I shall support the little, 
but, as 1 believe, honest, Biil now before 
the House. 


(11.35.) Str HARRY BULLARD 
(Norwich): I kave been connected with 
the trade all my life, and I wish to say a 
word or two upon this Bill. I believe that 
the trade view this measure with favour. 


A great many opinions have been 
expressed about public houses, but 
they have been mostly expressed by 
people who do not frequent public 


houses. Upon a former occasion [| had 
the audacity to say that I did frequent 
publie houses, and I have no hesitation 
in saying that they are judged more 
by their outside appearance than from 
what happens inside. I have a word 
or two to say about clubs. There are 
good and bad clubs, just as there are 
good and bad public houses. | could 
tell hon. Members of tenants connected 
with my firm where, if a man used a 
swear word upon their premises, he would 
not be allowed anything to drink and 


would not be allowed to enter the 
premises for a month. The average 


publican means to do his duty and do 
all he can to support the law. As to 
these clubs, I think they ought to be 
regulated. The last speaker has spoken 
of working men’s clubs. I have had in- 
timations trom many working men’s clubs 
in the constituency which I represent, 
where we have all sorts of clubs, and the 
general opinion is that they would be all 
the better under some kind of supervision. 
The good clubs do not mind it, and it is 
much better that the bad clubs should be 
supervised. If all these clubs are to be 
placed under some supervision, I would 
suggest to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that a tax should be levied upon 
all clubs in which drink is sold. ‘The 
leading clubs in Pall Mall might pay £1 
a member, and I think that would be 
worthy of the acceptance of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. In the rural districts 
the tax might be fixed as low as 1s. per 
member. I give this as a hint to the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, who may 
Want some additional funds, and I think 
in this way he might get a very large 
increase to his revenue. 


{7 Aprit 1902} 
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I am sorry that this measure is not 
going to be referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, because I should like to 
have seen the matters of detail discussed 
across the floor of the Honse. I am 
conversant with the trade, but on this 
particular Committee to which the Bill 
will be referred I have no locus standi. 
Whether [ shall get a chance during the 
Report stage | cannot say, but I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will consider the 
advisability of allowing this Bill to be 
considered by a Committee of the Whole 
House. 1 suppose he has some good and 
sufficient reason for wishing to carry this 
Bill into law as rapidly as_ possible. 
With regard to grocers licences, the same 
thing applies to them as to public house 
and club licences. I have noticed that 
in many country villages where there 
used to be respectable grocers’ shops they 
have now practically ceased to be grocery 
establishments and their shelves have 
become filled with wines and spirits. In 
my opinion, not only clubs but everybody 
who has anything to do with the liquor 
trade should be placed under the super- 
vision of the licensing authority. I can 
say that after a very long experience of 
the trade. The good clubs do not mind 
being placed under supervision, and it 
is far better that the bad ones should 
be supervised. I thank the House for 
listening to my few observations, and | 
hope there will not be a division upon the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &e.”—(1/r. 


Ritchie.) 


(11.43.) Mason JAMESON:  Not- 
withstanding the universal concord with 
which this Bill has been met, | hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will allow the 
measure to go to a Committee of the 
I feel very strongly upon 
this point, and as it is so very late I 
cannot see how this matter can be pro- 
perly debated during the time at our 
disposal. The hon. Member for Norwich 


has told the House why this Bill should 
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go to a Committee of the Whole House, 
If time 


Adjournment of 


and I cordially agree with him. 
permitted, I could give innumerable facts 
which would bring a majority of hon. 
It is 
impossible at this hour to debate this 
question fully. I regard the 
which the Bill is being hustled through 
faith to the 
I entirely object to it, and in order 


Members to the same conclusion. 


way in 


as an absolute breach of 
trade. 
to give them some chance of expressing 
their views in Committee of the Whole 
House, I beg to move the adjournment 


of the debate. 


SPEAKER: 
There is still plenty 


*(11.46.) Mr. I cannot 
accept that Motion. 
of time to discuss the question before the 


House. 
(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, ete. 

PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he did not think it was fair to take 
any business at all tonight after the first 
two Orders. It was distinctly stated before 
the adjournment for the holidays that 


{COMMONS} 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 


AMENDMENT (No. 

Order 

debate on Question [3rd March] “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


2) BILL. 


read, for resuming adjourned 


Question again proposed. 


(11.53.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid) objected that this was a breach 
of the understanding with the Leader of 
the House as to the business to be taken 
after the Licensing Bill. It was stated 
that after the Licensing Bill they were 
If that had been 
entered upon at ten o'clock, it would 
These 


were to be the only two pieces of business 


to take Supply. 


have taken the whole night. 


for the night. He was surprised that 
the Government, in the hope of making 
a little progress with this Bill, should 


‘ break their own understanding with the 


House ‘The Lord Advocate moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill, but up to 
had made no 
explanation of its nature. The 
Member stated that the Bill proposed to 
give the Secretary for Scotland powers 


the present moment he 
hon. 


with respect to two important grants. 
One was the medical grant given to 
parish councils in Seotland, and one of 
the principles of that grant was that it 
was to be a fixed sum of £20,000 a year. 
The proposal in the Bill would entirely 
alter the method of payment— 


the business for tonight would be the. 


Licensing Bill, and, if that was over in 
time, Supply. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Certainly, if the hon. Gentleman objects, 
I will not proceed with the Bill. 


Debate adjourned till tomorrow. 
Major Jameson. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
| adjourned. 
| 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o’clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 8th April, 1902. 


Returns, 


{ 
| 
{ 
| 


The House met at — of the clock. | 


THE CHAIRMAN OF 
MEANS. | 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the | 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


WAYS AND 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL (STANDING 
ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to 
the Order of the House of the 21st day 
of March, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. : 

New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public 

Purposes) Bill. 


Member. 


revision by the 


hh indicates 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 


MARKET) BILL, 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRU MLIN 
VIADUCT) BILL. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- | 
WAYS BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


commencement of a Spece 


FURNESS RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
I 


aha. 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 

~ the third time. | 

DARLEY DALE WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Asterisk (*) at the 


<1 DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD | | 
R: AIL WAY BILL (BY ORDER). | 
| 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL (sy ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL (By ORDER). 
Read a second time, and committed. 





| 

CENTRAL ARGENTINE AND ROSARIO | 
KAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 

| 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


VOL. CV [FouRTH SERIES. | 


APRIL 1902} 


|ston and Lanark; 


Reports, de. 1246 
PETITIONS. 


| FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: 


From U dding- 
to lie upon the 


| Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Eccles: 


Attleborough (two); Tenterden; Ken- 
nington Park; St. George’s in the East ; 
Trowbridge; Tunstall; Exning ; Crook : 
York ; Derby; Sunderland; Masham: 
Spennymoor; Colwyn Bay (two); and 
Gospel Oak ; to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Hull, to lie 
upon the Table. 


in favour: 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 


(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Pollok- 

shaws ; Shotts; St. Andrew’s; Carstairs ; 


Greenock (two); and Camelon; to lie 


upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 

Petitions against: From Devonport; 
Benwell and Fenham; Swindon and 
Highworth ; West Ham (two); Peter- 
borough; York; Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 
Durham; Dalton in Furness; East Ash- 
ford; Tipton; Warrington; Irlam ; 


| Sheffield; Kingston upon Hull; Brighton; 


West Bromwich; Blean; Fenton; Can- 
nock; and Chorley; to lie upon the 
Table. 


| 
| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Boston, in favour; 
lie upon the Table. 


to 


VACCINATION BILL. 


Petition of the Sanitary 
‘against ; to lie upon the Table. 


Institute, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PRISONS (IRELAND). 


Paper [presented 7th April] to be 
printed. [No. 129.] 


3A 
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CABLE COMMUNICATIONS. | THE FIRST LORD or tue TREAS- 
Copy presented, of Report of the Inter- URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
Departmental Committee on Cable | E.): No, Sir; we have no information on 
Communications [by Command]; to lie | the subject at the present time. 
upon the Table. 
Sir Redvers Suller—Ladysmith 
BRITISH MUSEUM. | Correspondence. 

Return presented, relative — thereto | Mr. SWIFT MACN EILL (Donegal, S.): 
fordered 14th February; Mr. John I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Morley]: to lie upon the Table, and to | War whether, having regard to the 
be printed. [No. 130.] ‘dismissal of Sir Redvers Buller from the 

Aldershot command owing to his vefer- 
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). | ence to the heliograms and telegraphic 

Copy presented, of Return of Prices of correspondence which passed between 
Agricultural Products and Live Stock for him and Sir George White during the 
the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie siege of Ladysmith, and having regard 


upon the Table. to General Buller’s repeated requests 
that such heliograms and _ telegraphic 
CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901. correspondence be published by the War 
Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, Office, General suller will, in his own 
1901. Part I. Vol. IL. Province of vindication, be permitted to publish the 
Munster (County of Clare) [hy Com- copies of the correspondence which is 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. now in his possession and has been with- 
held from publication by him by the 

CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901. order of the War Office. 


Copy presented, of Census of Ireland,’ Tre SECRETARY or STATE ror 
1901. Part I. Vol. IV. Province of WAR(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Connaught (County of Leitrim) [by |} No, Sir. The Question of the hon. 


Command] ; to lie upon the Table. Member is not accurate in re=pect of the 
statements mentioned as if they were 
PRISONS (SCOT AND). facts. | am not aware of any repeated 


Copy presented, of Twenty-fourth requests by Sir R. Buller that his helio- 
Annual Report of the Prison Com- grams and telegraphic correspondence 
missioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-| should be published by the War Office, 
Third Annual Report on Prisons in nor has the hon. Member, so far as I] am 
Scotland, 1901 [by Command]; to lie aware, any title to represent Sir R. Buller 


upon the Table. in the matter. No correspondence can 
be published except by His Majesty’s 

LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANIES. a eahannenan 
Copy presented, of Statements of —_— — - 
a a Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has Sir 


Accounts, and of Life Assurance and 
Annuity Business and Abstracts of 
Actuarial Reports, deposited with the 
Board of Trade during the year ended 
31st December 1901 [by Act]; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 


tedvers Buller asked the War Office to 
permit him to tell the truth ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 


answered that question. 


[No. 131.] | Concentration Camps—-Payment by Boers 
—_—_—— | for Maintenance of their Families. 
(3.30.) QUESTIONS. | Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


| E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he can state on 
South African War—Peace Negotiations. | what basis a calculation has been made 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | to determine the contributions to be 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the} paid by Boers who remained in the field 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he| after 15th September, 1901, in respect 
can give to the House any information of the maintenance of their families in 
as to the progress of the negotiations the concentration camps; whether they 
which are going on in South Africa. are being called upon to provide the 
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whole, or what portion of the cost of the 
rations supplied to their families in the 


camps. or are also called upon to provide | 
a proportionate amount of the whole , 


expenditure of the camps; and whether 
any regularly drawn up accounts for 
these charges have been sent to these 
Boers; and, if so, in what form. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Calculations have 
been made on the basis of charging the 
head of the family with the cost of 
rations and a proportionate amount of 
the whole expenditure of the camps. 
No such accounts have been sent to 
Boers in the field. 


Sales of Boer Farms. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the sale of farms in the Orange 
tiver Colony or Transvaal to recover 
from the owners the cost of maintenance 
of their families in the concentration 
camps, when such owners remained on 
commando after 15th September, 1901, 
has been sanctioned by any legislation 
or regulation of equivalent force to legis- 
lation in those Colonies; or whether 
such sale will require an Act to be 


passed either in the Colonies or in the | 
Imperial Parliament to give an inde- | 


feasible title to the purchasers. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The sale of 
farms has been sanctioned by Lord 
Milner’s Proclamation No. 18 of 1901, 
which will have the effect of giving an 
indefeasible title to purchasers. 


Execution of Australian Officers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the date of the 
sitting of the court-martial by which 
Lieutenant Handcock and _ Lieutenant 
Morant were tried, convicted, and sen- 
tenced to death for a series of murders, 


of which the victims were Boers; what | 


were the dates of the promulgation of 
the sentence and of the execution of 
these officers, and when was the War 
Office apprised of these executions ; and 
will heexplain why the facts of the hold- 
ing of this court-martial and the sen- 
tences and executions of these officers 
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(Questions. 


have been withheld for some months 
from the public. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I beg also to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state on what day in January last 
Lieutenants Handcock and Morant were 
found guilty by the court-martial. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There were two 
general courts-martial, one on January 
16th and one on February 5th, on these 
officers. The sentences of death were 
promulgated on February 26th, and they 
were executed on February 27th. The 
proceedings of the courts-martial have 
only recently reached the War Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What was 
the date of the courts-martial? Were 
they, not held on January 19th ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have given the 
date already. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 


hon. Gentleman has not answered 
whether the facts that these courts- 
martial were held and the sentences 


executed have been withheld from the 
public for some months. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The facts have not 


| been withheld “‘some months.” It is 


not the habit to make a statement with 


regard to courts-martial, and _ these 
courts- martial have not been made 


exceptions to the rule. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Were not 
these officers executed two months ago; 
and why has the knowledge of the 


execution been withheld from the 
public ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


The right hon. Gentleman has answered 
the Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, but 


most unsatisfactorily. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government will direct the 
3A2 
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immediate publication of the proceedings 
of the Court of Inquiry, and of all evid- 
ence produced before that Court, in refer- 
ence to the series of murders of Boers, 
by ofticers holding commissions under 
the British Crown, and will likewise 
direct the immediate publication of the 
proceedings of the trial by court-martial 
of Lieutenants Handcock and Morant 
and of the evidence adduced before that 
court-martial in its entirety. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As at present 
advised, | do not see that any public 
advantage would be gained by the 
publication of these proceedings. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): T beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, with reference to the 
recent execution of British officers in 
South Africa, whether any communica- 
tions were addressed to the Foreign 
Office, or to Lord Kitchener, by the Ger- 
man Government with reference to the 
murder of Rev. Mr. Hesse. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): No such com- 
munication has been made to the Foreign 
Office, and I understand that my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War has no information as to any com- 
munication on this subject having been 
made to Lord Kitchener on behalf of 
the German (sovernment. 


Supply Contracts. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Seeretary of 
State for War whether he will state the 
total amounts paid to Julius Weil for 
supply contracts in South Africa, specify- 
ing the totals for loss of trek oxen 
and waggons, and the amount paid for 
their hire separately. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): The amounts 
paid to Mr. Julius Weil up to December, 
1901, are as follows :— 


Hire of waggons and oxen £844,600 
Purchase of stock... 509,944 
Loss of trek oxen .. 601,400 
Provisions i 62,567 
Forage 67,433 
Stores, ete. 80,639 





Total... £2,166,583 
No subsequent accounts are to hand. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Can the 
noble Lord say how long Mr. Weil has 
been a naturalised British subject ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Glasgow Postal Volunteers for Active 
Service. 


Mr, JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that appli- 
cants for situations in the Transvaal Post 
Office have been informed by the Glasgow 
postmaster that their applications cannot 
be entertained ; and if so, will he state 
on what grounds the applications have 
been refused. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Postmaster 
General is fully aware of the circumstance. 
So many officers from the Glasgow office 
have gone to South Africa in different 
capacities, that the exigencies of the 
service render it impossible to allow 
more to go at present. 


Imperial Yeomanry — Officers’ Chargers. 
CoLONEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether officers of 
Imperial Yeomanry (for South Africa), 
now under orders for the seat of war, 
will be allowed to take out any horses 
of their own with them at the public 
expense ; and, if this is not the case, 
whether he can state the reason. 


Lorp STANLEY : Officers desirous of 


taking their own chargers will be 
granted conveyance at the public 
expense. 


New Pattern Rifle. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the Small Arms Com- 
mittee has reported in favour of a new 
pattern of rifle ; and, if so, whether he 
‘is able to make any statement upon the 
subject. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am not at present 
|in a position te make any statement on 
| this subject. 


Questions. 1252 
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1253 Questions. 
Shot Drill in Military Prisons. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the punishment of shot drili has been 
abolished in the Army since April, 1899, 
he has any, and, if so, what, explanation 
to give of the fact that shot drill has 
been inflicted on prisoners in the military 
cells at Lichfield up till the 17th Feb- 
ruary last. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to my previous answer on this 
subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But has 
this form of punishment in the Army 
been abolished ? 


| No answer was returned. ] 


India—Military Hospital Appointments. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether arrangements can be 
made for the military hospitals in India 
to be provided with surgical instru- 
ments of modern pattern, and will 
surgical instruments with wooden 
handles either be withdrawn or refitted 
with metal handles. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am informed that all instru- 
ments sent to India in recent years have 
metal handles, but I will inquire more 
fully into the matter, and, if there is 
any reason to suppose that a large pro- 
portion of the surgical instruments now 


in use in India are not of the most | 


approved pattern, the Government of 
India will, I have no doubt, be anxious 
to replace them with as little delay as 
pos ible. 


Hong Kong Fatality. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he will 
state the number of persons killed in the 
autumn of last year through the col- 
lapse of a house in Cochrane Street, 


Hong Kong, the cause of the collapse, | 
‘the return of the Managing Member 


the name of the owner of the house, 
the names of the builder and architect ; 
and whether any compensation has been 
paid to the widows, orphans, or de- 
pendents of the persons killed. 
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again in the course of next month. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Forty-three 
persons lost their lives through ‘the 
accident in question, which was largely 
due to defects of construction. The 
owner and the builder of the houses were 
Chinamen, and their names have not been 
reported. The architect of the recent 
structural alterations was a Mr. Hazeland. 
I am not aware whether or not any com- 
pensation has been given to the families 
or dependents of the deceased. 


Canada and Wireless Telegraphy. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Agreement of the Canadian Government 
with the Marconi Companies will stand 
in the way of an international agree- 
ment; and, if so, will he consider the 
desirability of urging delay in confirming 
the Canadian Agreement. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information as to the terms of the Agree- 
ment between the Canadian Government 
and the Marconi Companies. I have 
already asked for information on the 
subject. 


Uganda Railway. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his official information 
enables him to state when the Uganda 
Railway will be completed ; whether- it 
will be completed for the sum of money 
already voted by Parliament ; or whether 
he proposes to ask Parliament to vote 
a further sum ; and, if so, what sum. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: As the House 
is aware, the rails reached the lake on 
the 20th of December last. We hope 
that the permanent alignment will be 
completed by September next. As 
regards the expense, I am afraid that 
there will be a considerable excess in 
the final cost over the sum voted by 
Parliament, but I am not able to give 
the figures of the estimated excess until 


of the Uganda Railway Committee, 
who is now engaged in inspecting the 
line, and may be expected to be home 








5D Questions. 


Porthill Lead Poisoning Case. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to an 
inquest held by the Coroner for North- 
West Staffordshire, on the 18th inst., ' 
on a married woman residing at Port- 
hill, when the Coroner, in summing up, 
stated that it appeared that the deceased 
was a milliner, and had never been 
employed in the lead, and 
quently could not have got this lead 
poisoning in the course of her trade ; 
that it could not be difficult to find out 
where this lead was obtained ; and that 
if this had been done, and the person 
who supplied it knew for what purpose, 
he would find himself charged with 
manslaughter at least. And, in view 
of the fact that the jury returned a 
verdict to the effect that death was due 
to lead poisoning, brought about by 
deceased taking pills for a certain 
purpose, whether he will cause inquiries 
to be instituted as to the person who 
supplied the deceased with the lead 
pills. 


12 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
vwE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
RITCHIE, Croydon): I understand that 
active inquiries have been made, but 
that no clue has been obtained to trace 
the person who supplied the pills. 


Mr. COGHILL: Has the right hon. 
Gehtleman been able to ascertain if it 
was the practice of this woman to take 
these pills ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE was understood to 
reply that the inquiry had been directed 
solely to finding the person who supplied 
the pills. 


Aylsham Smallpox Case. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the discharge 
of a prisoner from Cambridge Gaol, there 
being at the time cases of smallpox 
within the gaol, although the prisoner 
had complained of illness the day before 
his discharge, and is now suffering from 
smallpox at Alysham, in Norfolk; and 
whether he will cause an inquiry to be 
held into the circumstances. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: I have made inquiry, 

and find that the prisoner was dis- 
charged at the expiration of his sentence, 
and that he was visited, on the day 
before his discharge, by the medical 
officer, who observed no symptoms to 
lead him to suppose that he was suffering 
from incipient smallpox. 


Sm BRAMPTON GURDON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman make further 
inquiries ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I can make no further 
inquiries, except of the medical officer 
who examined the man. 


London Smailpox Epidemic Expenditure. 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state 
approximately the cost which the present 
epidemic of smallpox has involved in the 
London area up to the 31st March last. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lona, Bristol, 8S.) : I understand that the 
epidemic has involved an expenditure of 
£280,000 on the part of the 
Managers of the Metropolitan Asylum 
District during the half year to the end 
of March last. This amount includes a 
sum of £225,000 in respect of special 
expenditure in connection with smallpox 
accommodation and transport. I have 
no information at present as to the 
expended by Boards of 


London in connection with the epidemic. 
I think, however, that the amount should 
be obtained, and if further information is 
pressed for, willingness might later on be 
expressed to give a Return, if asked for, 
showing the expenditure incurred by 
local authorities in London in relation 
to the epidemic, when the accounts up 
to the end of March have been made up. 


Hospital Ship ‘‘ Atlas.” 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has observed in the weekly Returns of 
the Registrar General that an infant, 
born on the hospital ship “ Atlas” on 
Ist March, was vaccinated on that day 
and died of smallpox on the 12th, and 
that many other similar cases occur in 
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the Returns ; whether, in view of these 
results, he will consider whether the 
vaccination of such children after infec- 
tion should be abandoned ; and, as in 
several cases of death from smallpox 
after vaccination the dates of vaccination 
are omitted, and the words “ Vaccinated 


during the incubation period ” or ‘ Vaccin- | 


ated only after infection” are employed, 
whether he will direct the hospital 
authorities to supply exact particulars 
to the Registrar General, so as to obtain 
uniformity in these statistics. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As regards 
the first paragraph, the answer is in the 
affirmative. With respect to the second, 
I could not undertake to recommend the 
course suggested. As to the third para- 
graph, | have communicated with the 
Registrar Generai, who states that it 
is Impossible to obtain uniformity in all 
cases, and that under the circumstances 
he considers that the terms employed are 
the best that can be devised. 


Vaccine Lymph from Monkeys. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the lymph obtained by 
Dr. Copeman from the inoculation of 
smallpox on monkeys has been used in 
general practice for vaccination ; and, if 
so, to what extent ; and have the parents 
and the medical men been aware of its 
origin. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: All the lymph 
obtained in the manner referred to in 
the Question was passed through calves 
and properly glycerinated before it was 
used for the vaccination of human beings. 
l understand that the medical men using 
the lymph thus derived were made aware 
of the circumstances connected with it, 
but I cannot say whether the parents 
knew them. I am informed, however, 
that the amount manufactured was but 
small, and that whatever remained in 
stock was destroyed nearly two years 
ago. 


Government Supplies of Lymph. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he can state what progress has 
been made in the supply of Government 
lymph ; whether the Local Government 
Board has been able to overtake the 
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'which is to meet at Copenhagen. 
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demand for it ; and whether any arrange- 
ments have yet been made to supply 
private practitioners as well as the public 
vaccinators with Government lymph for 
primary and secondary vaccinations at 
about cost price. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am glad to 
say that since the early part of last 
month I have been able to meet all 
the demands made by public vaccinators 
for lymph, not only for primary vaccina- 
As 
regards the last part of the Question, I 
have carefully considered the matter, but 
I regret that I have not seen my way to 
comply with the suggestion of my hon. 
friend. 


Coronation Celebrations—Parish Councils 
Expenditure. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 
Walthamstow): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local ‘Government Board 
whether the power to use funds out 
of the rates in connection with the 
Coronation celebrations will be extended 
to Parish Councils; and, if not, may 
District Councils allocate certain sums to 
the various parishes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The matter 
referred to has been under my considera- 
tion, and I propose to include Parish 
Councils in the Order which I am about 
to issue, sanctioning reasonable expendi- 
ture out of the rates in respect of the 
celebration of the Coronation. 


Foreign Trawlers in Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether any action has yet 
been taken by the British Government 
relative to the resolution in regard to 
the presence of foreign trawlers in the 
Moray Firth, which was unanimously 
adopted at the Hydrographical Conter- 
ence held at Christiania in May last ; 
and will he state when a Report of the 
Proceedings of the Conference will be 
laid upon the Table of the House. 


*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHamM Murray, Buteshire): His 
Majesty’s Government are fully alive to 
the importance of the matter, which 
will receive the attention of the British 
Delegates to the International “or 
t is 
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not proposed at the present time to 
publish the Report of the Proceedings 
at the last Conference. 


Ross Piers. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that at a meeting of 
the Ross and Cromarty County Council, 
held at Dingwall in October last, the 
County Councillor for the Portma- 
homack Division called attention to the 


{COMMONS} 


! 


| Lieutenant of 





Questions. 


1260 
Maiden Quarter Sessions at Limerick. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): | beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the facet 
that, at the Quarter Sessions held 
recently in Limerick, the learned Judge 
was presented with white gloves by 


‘both the City and County High Sheriffs, 


such presentation denoting a crimeless 


'ealendar; also, whether his attention 


unsatisfactory condition of several of the | 


piers in the county; and 
chairman of the County Council, in 
supporting this view, expressed the 


that the | 


opinion that there should be improved | 


harbour accommodation for Portma- 
homack ; and will he say whether the 
Government propose to take any action 
in the matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I can | 


only refer the hon. Member to the 
answer I gave him to the Question he 
put to me in July, 1899, to which | have 


nothing to add, as the conditions have | 


not changed since then. 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act— 
Hammersmith Application. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that Mr. 
Charles Gee, of 12, Furber Street, Ham- 
mersmith, applied to the Hammersmith 
Borough Council for an advance of £240 
under the Small Dwellings Acquisition 
Act ; that that Council was prepared to 


make the advance, but that, on applying | ~. : ey 
> he W - ‘PP'Y!NS | withstanding a diminished revenue last 
to the Public Works Loan Commissioners | 


for a loan, was informed by them that, 
taking into consideration the amount of 


* 4 . ; . ; ~ 7 » j -} . ” . 
money placed at their disposal by Parlia- | report upon, the working of railways 


ment, they were unable to entertain 
applications for loans from Metropolitan 


take steps to remedy this inequality. 


has been drawn to the remarks of the 
learned Judge, where he stated that 
for the eight years he has presided as 
Judge of Quarter Sessions for Limerick 
City and County he has found them 
almost crimeless; and, whether, taking 
these circumstances into account, he 
will recommend the reduction of the 
police force in the said city and county. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
[IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
Yes, sir; I am acquainted with the 
facts. Itis not proposed to reduce 
the police force. 


Mr. JOYCE: Will you export a few 
of the police to Germany, then ? 


Administration of Irish Railways. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the State railways of 
Prussia, with a capital of 375 millions 
sterling, have paid 7} per cent. not- 
whether the Government 


year; and 


_ will consider the advisability of appoint- 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


Borough Council has not applied to the 


Public Works Loan Commissioners for a | 


loan for this purpose. Although the 
Commissioners are not at present in a 


| 


ing a Commission to inquire into, and 


in Ireland, with a view to enable 


‘ ‘ 1, | amalgamation and economy, with lower 
Borough Councils ; and whether he will | 6 acs 


rates and increased accommodation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only refer 


the hon. Member to a reply which I 


made on 7th May last year.+ Whilst 
far from saying that such an inquiry 
would not be useful, I am not at 


position to make loans to Metropolitan | Present prepared to recommend it. 


Borough Councils for general purposes, 
they would, in view of the provisions of 


| 
| 


Mr. FIELD: But why not hold an 


the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, be inquiry ? 


prepared to entertain applications for 
loans under that Act. 


} 


‘ 








+See (4) Debates, xciii, 965. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: We have so much 


legislative work on our hands just now 
that there is no time to spare. 


Mr. FIELD: But this is not legisla- 
tion. I am simply asking for an inquiry. 


Irish Land Bill. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will, before the Second Reading of 
the Irish Land Bill, lay upon the Table 
of the House a comparative statement 


the actual yearly amounts of the 
purchase annuities payable by tenant 
purchasers in Ireland, and the number 
of years over which the payment of 
such annuities would extend under the 
existing Land Purchase Acts and under 
the proposals of the Bill now before 
the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; this will 
be done. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will it be done before 
the end of the session 2 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Before the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. CLANCY: And when will the 
Second Reading be taken ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Next session. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Before the 
Coronation ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
asked if the statement would include 
‘table illustrating the working of the 
\%th clause. 

Mr. WYNDHAM the 


afiirmative. 


replied in 


Seizures for Illegal Trawling. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether it 
tan be arranged that in cases in which 
tautical points regarding distances and 
mits upon which seizures of nets are 
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made from trawlers, a nautical assessor 
can be appointed to assist the magistrate 
who tries the case originally, or the 
judge who hears the appeal, as is done in 
ordinary nautical cases. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 


N.): The change that the hon. Member 
| suggests cannot be made without 
legislation. 


Clara and Banagher Railway. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s Co., Birr): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state what are 
the conditions under which the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
of Ireland were handed over the Clara 
and Banagher Railway in 1895, in view 
of the fact that the Treasury forewent a 
loan of £30,000 advanced by them, and 
that a sum of £28,346 was raised by a 
guarantee on the barony of Garrycastle 
for the construction of the railway ; and 
will he state whether any guarantee was 
exacted from the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company regarding 
the train service in the district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Section 15 of the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Act, 1895, provided for 
the transfer of the railway to the Great 
Southern and Western Company “ subject 
to all the conditions, obligations and 
liabilities imposed on or of the Clara and 
Banagher Company with respect to the 
maintenance, repair, Management, regu- 
lation, user, and working of the under- 
taking,” but the obligations referred to 
do not include any provisions for a 
specific number of trains, and no special 
guarantee was required by Parliament 
from the company on this point, 


Mr. FIELD: Has Parliament no 
power of control so as to compel a 
railway company to provide proper 
facilities for communication ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There are no special powers reserved in 
the company’s Act, and the case therefore 
comes under the general provisions of the 
law. 


Irish Lights Board. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he has 
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received any representations expressing 
dissatisfaction regarding the constitution 
of the Irish Lights Board ; and whether 
the Government intend to introduce a 
measure to amend the constitution and 
working of the Board. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, such representations 
have been received ; the answer to the 
last part of the Question is in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. FIELD: What steps can we take 
to bring this Board more into line with 


public requirements ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Provincial Mayors and the Coronation. | 
Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury if he will state what 
arrangements have been made for pro- 
vincial mayors being present at the 
forthcoming Coronation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The subject- 
matter of -the Question of the hon. 
Gentleman, and other analogous Ques- 
tions, are being dealt with by a Com- 
mittee for which the Government are 
not responsible, although [ shall always 
be happy to answer any Question if I can 
obtain the necessary information. The 
Committee has not yet come to any 
decision on the particular subject to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers. 


Valuation Bill. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): 1 beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he can give any 
date for the introduction of the Valua- 
tion Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 


cannot mention any date. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Can the Leader of the House state the 
business for that week when the Budget 
will be taken, and what Supply will be 
put down for Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope my 


right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer will be able to bring in his 
Budget on Thursday, and in that case 
Thursday will be devoted to that topic, 
I think we shall require Friday also for 
the Budget. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How about 
Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Without 
giving any pledge as to Monday, I con. 
ceive that in all probability we shall go 
on with the Rules. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Edward Allen Brotherton, Esq., for 
the Borough of Wakefield. 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
{(SeventH Day’s Desate. | 
STANDING ORDER No. 1 (SITTINGS 
OF THE HOUSE). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed [18th ff 
February] to Amendment proposed to 
Standing Order No. 1 (Sittings of the 
House) :— 

And which Amendment was, after the 
last Amendment— 

‘To insert the words ‘Wednesday and 
Thursday at two of the clock for an after- 
noon sitting, and at nine of the clock for an 
evening sitting. If the business appointed 
for an afternoon sitting is not disposed of at 
eight of the clock, the sitting shall be sus- 
pended till nine of the clock. At one of the 
clock at the evening sitting.’”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those 
words be there inserted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER ruled out of order the 
first Amendment on the Paper standing 
in the name of the hon. Member for 
Lynn Regis— 

“To insert after the words, ‘at nine of the 
clock for an evening sitting, the words, ‘and 
every Friday at the same hour for similar 
sittings.’ ” 


(4.5.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- jf 
tonshire, E.) said he wished to move as 
an Amendment that half-past twelve be 
substituted for one o'clock as the 
automatic time for closing the evening 
sitting. Although his Amendment was 
one which he would not care tog, 
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mess against the general sense of | 
he House, yet he thought it would | 
ove very useful, Long practical | 
perience of what occurred after mid- | 
sight showed that the House usually | 
tfor from five to fifteen minutes only, | 
less the Standing Order was suspended, 
hen the House deliberately con- 
«plated carrying on business for a) 
msiderable period beyond twelve 
lock. Therefore in ordinary circum- 
tances, half-past twelve would be more | 
mvenient than one o'clock to close 
usiness. This matter was of some 
portance, because it was affected by 
he subject of the Questions, and if it, 
rere intended to have a long string of 
estions put after twelve o'clock it 
hight be necessary to interpose a longer 
yriod between midnight and the 
utomatic cessation of the sitting. Of 
ourse he would be out of order in dis- | 
using that question now, but he 
hoved this Amendment, believing it to 
mbody an extremely rational and | 
bacticable proposal, and in the hope | 
ko that the First Lord might deem it | 
onvenient to state the views of the 
sovernment with regard to the subject 
{ Questions. 


Amendment proposed to.the proposed 
nendment— 

To leave out lines 3 and 4.—(.Wr. Channing.) 
Question proposed, “That the words 
roposed to be left out stand part of the | 
ropoeed Amendment.” 
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unnecessary. It is because one or two 
other Amendments will have to be made 
in view of the fundamental alteration of 
our proposal with regard to Questions 
that I am obliged to take this oppor- 
tunity of making a statement on that 
subject. 1am well aware, as every one 


'who has watched the movement or 


feeling in the House in this matter 
must be, that no portion of the pro- 
posed new Rules has received less favour 
than the proposal that there should be 
questions during the interval between 
the two sittings. The main object of 
the Government has been to limit the 
time to be taken up by Questions in any 
one day and to secure with certainty a 
solid block of time in the afternoons for 
the consideration of the main business. 


These two objects I think we must 


inviolate in change 
to be introduced in deference to 
the wishes of the House. The 
feeling against deferring Questions till 
7.15 was, as I understand, based on a 
large number of different considerations. 
Certain objections came from business 
men who, already experiencing some 
difficulty in getting down by 3.30, would 


preserve any 


find that difficulty very considerably 


increased if they were called upon to 
come down to the House for the 
discussion of public business so early as 
Other critics were shocked at the 
possibility of important information being 
given by Ministers in another House 
before it is given to the House of 
Commons. They pointed out that im- 


portant information might be given at 


Tne FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
RY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
): The Amendment divides itself into | 
wo parts—the negative part in which | 
hehon. Member proposes to leave out | 
attain words—-and the positive part by 
hich he desires to insert other words. 
Nith regard to the former, I am in 
vour of the omission of the words, | 
weause this is a necessary preliminary | 
» any Amendment of our proposals | 
ith regard to Questions. It will be. 
bserved that the two lines proposed to 
t omitted were originally put in in| 
Mer to meet the case of Questions 
hich were to be taken at 7.15 on the. 
derstanding that the House should 
tproceed with them after eight p.m. | 
course if the Questions are to be put | 
' another hour the words become | 


the other House at 4.15, whereas it could 


;not be communicated at the House of 


Commons till after 7.15. I do not 
myself see anything very shocking in this, 
but I am aware of the feeling, and, 
however little I sympathise with it, I am 
ready to take it into account. A more 
serious objection was the inconvenience 
to the business of Committees if Members 
serving on them were at the same time 
interested in important business before 
the House. It is quite true that that 
would give rise to some awkwardness, 
because if Members sitting on Committees 
were interested inimportant businessin the 
House, the time available for Committee 
work would be unduly curtailed. Other 
Members have suggested that it would be 
rather absurd to move the adjournment 
of the House at two o'clock when four or 
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five hours must elapse before they could 
ask for information on the subject’ in 
regard to which the adjournment Motion 
was raised. And finally there is also the 
subject of the restriction of the oppor- 
tunities of putting supplementary 
Questions. In suggesting those restric- 
tions, I can assure the House that there 
has not been the least idea of protecting 
Ministers of the Crown. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Oh, oh! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : That statement 
appears incredible to the hon. Member 
for South Donegal, but I think he over- 
rates the embarrassment which his 
supplementary Questions cause in the 
Ministerial breast. As far as I am 
concerned—and in this I feel sure I may 
speak also for my colleagues—we have not 
the smallest objection to the supple- 
mentaries he has asked. The reason we 
have put in the restrictions is to shorten 
the time taken up by Questions, and- for 
that reason alone have we restricted the 
number of those additional interrogations 
which it is the habit of hon. Gentlemen to 
make. An important objection to the 
alteration of the proposal is based not on 
the convenience of Members, or even of 
Ministers, but of the public Departments. 
1 speak in this matter not from any 
personal point of view—for I am not 
responsible for any of the very heavily- 
worked Departments—-but I am sure the 
Heuse will realise that the extraordinary 
pressure thrown upon some of those 
already heavily-worked Departments by 
the modern increase of Questions is so 
great that some precaution must be taken 
witha view to mitigating the burden which 
would be placed upon them if Questions 
were asked four hours earlier than was 
originally designed. These being the 
main arguments on the two sides, [ will 
now venture to sketch out to the House 
the plan by which we propose to deal 
with this subject. We suggest that 
Questions shall begin at a quarter past two 
o'clock, and only those Questions will be 
answered orally which are marked with 
an asterisk ; while under no circumstances 
will any Question on the Paper be 
answered after five minutes to three o'clock. 
At five minutes to three Questions of an 
urgent character put without public notice 
and Questions relating to the business 
can be put, and the answers to such 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Questions usually occupy a very fey 
minutes. I think the Government may 
count on public business beginning at thre 
oclock. If the Questions are few 
number, business will begin earlier ; 


and three o’clock, the intention being 
make this a sort of safety valve in relatig 
to important topics or subjects upon whid 
there is public anxiety. 

before public business, leave may 
granted or withheld for moving the 
adjournment, and leave, if granted, wil 
bear its natural fruition at the evening 
sitting. It will be admitted that fort 
minutes will afford ample time for the 
starred Questions. There may be 
occasions on which the number 9 
(Questions may be extended, but I canno 
believe that the number of Questions it ig 
possible to put in forty minutes is not 
sufficient to keep in order any Ministry, 
however flagitious. It a modest 
estimate to say that in that time sixty 
seventy Questions can be answered, and | 
cannot believe that the opportunityffising 
would be insufficient to satisfy the mos 
curious Members. But supposing the 
number exceeds sixty or seventy, it may 
be asked what security will there Mr. 


is 


will not be shut out 

their not being reached before 2.551 

I think there may be more than one plan 

for avoiding this. The hon. Member forfided « 
Central Bradford has, I believe, on theffhere 
Paper a Motion embodying the method heffhis cl 
proposes, and other hon. Members havejh 
made suggestions as well; but I think 
that if directions were inserted in the 


that in the first sixty those of the mostfind th 


interest shall be included, the order 
might be left to the clerks at the Table. 
[Cries of ‘‘ No, no!”] That is my opinion Riss 0 


cerned, there would not be the smallestfhi 
objection to the appointment of a small 
Standing Committee by the Committeegippor 
of Selection, upon which there would befspect 
no objection to members of the Oppo 

tion being in the majority. It would be 

an extremely easy task, and would throw 

no undue burden of responsibility on 
| either a Committee or the clerks. The 
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House will observe that I have been doing 
y best to form some scheme which 
ill meet the general view on either side 


Mi the House, and I hope the House will 


content to limit the starred Questions 


B, those which appeared on the Notice 


aper the day before. To require 
nswers at two oclock to Questions only 


iven notice of on the previous night, and 


hich the Department could have had no 
portunity of dealing with till the same 
yorning, would be to unduly burden the 
partment. I know it is possible at 


Brsent for a Minister to write a note 
Baking the hon. Member to postpone his 


ity@rising 


it may 
there 
lestions 


luestion. but that is a very cumbersome 
wthod of dealing with the subject, and 
ne Which Ministers are very reluctant 


D adopt. 


it Questions which may be starred to 


we which appeared on the Notice Paper | 


e morning before. 


H. CAMPBELL - BANNER- 

(Stirling Burghs) : 3ut there 

ight be Questions of extreme urgency 
out of incidents that 

yme under notice the night before. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


ave called a * 
ded at five minutes 


stricted, or the whole arrangement will 


‘& spoiled and the time of the House 


DiNION ; 
re. cOn- 
mallest 


ill be eaten away at three o'clock. Only 


ttance should be asked between 2.55 
ndthree o'clock. I hope the House will 
ipport the Government in making the 
uitation as strong as possible, and the 
ass Of (Questions to be asked in the 
terval as narrow as possible. Without 
is the scheme will do more harm than 

, and I cannot promise Government 
pport to any serious change in this 
Pspect. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
): Who is to be the judge of the 
gency ? 
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I therefore hope that the | 
ouse will consent to our proposal to | 


only | 


I am afraid I | 
ve not made myself quite clear to the 
ght hon. Gentleman. That is, I suggest, | 
5 fhe class of Questions for which what I 


safety valve” will be pro- | 

to three o'clock. | rites aater “yr gg atece 
. > “J cS . » ne re ry 

tere cannot be many such Questions, | 2°,further business can be taken, though 


aes = Seorsees cana See 'discussion will be interrupted at  half- 
| past seven, and no fresh business can be 
|und-rtaken until the evening sitting. 
estions of the most urgent public im- | It will be seen that in this way the 
| Government give up a quarter of an 
| hour each day, beginning at three o'clock 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Speaker 


will of course decide, and will exercise 
his discretion in the general interest 
of the House. But the language of the 
Rule should be made as clear as possible. 
I frankly admit that no scheme which the 
wit of man could devise could be with- 
out objection ; but I have endeavoured 
to make an arrangement which will be 
attended with the least inconvenience. 
It is not a perfect or flawless picture 
I present ; but, so far as I can judge, 
it meets the general view of Members, 
and does not interfere with the funda- 
mental element of the change in the 
Rules proposed, which lays down within 
the narrowest limits a fixed time when 
| public business shall begin. There is 
only one more observation I wish to 
make. It is possible —but it will be 
| very rare—that a certain number of 
starred (uestions will not be put before 
2.55, but in that case they will be of 
jan unimportant character under our 
| Rule. It is inconceivable that sixty- 
| five first-class Questions should be asked 
|in any one day, but, at any rate, under 
the arrangement I propose, any (Questions 
not reached at five minutes to three 
o'clock will receive a written answer 
from the Minister concerned. 








Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


| Will business go on until eight o'clock ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Business will 
proceed until half-past seven, after which 


a division may be. The business under 


and breaking off at half-past seven. We 
make this concession because we are 
anxious to meet the general views of 
the House, and [ think our plan sue- 
ceeds in that. 


(4.30.) Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
thought that before proceeding further, 
and in order that Members might 
clearly understand the proposal, the 
New Rule should be printed. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement 





was somewhat complicated, and 
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his proposed alterations might con- 
siderably affect the course of the debate. 
He therefore moved the adjournment 
of the debate until hon. Members had had 
an opportunity of seeing the new Govern- 
ment proposals in print. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
that the hon. Gentleman has received 
in a very gfateful spirit what I con- 
ceive to be a real concession. Consider- 
ing that the Rule as to Questions is not 
now on, and that no substantial or im- 
portant change is involved in the present 
Rule by anything I have said, I hope he 


will not press his Motion. I will, of | 
course, put upon the Order Paper of the | 
House, before we next discuss the Rule, | 


the scheme which I have toreshadowed 
to the House. The hon. Gentleman has 
described it as very obscure and com- 
plicated, but I venture to say it is quite 
simple. At all events, I do not think 
we ought to waste any more of our time 
over the discussion of this general ques- 
tion, and I would ask the House to 
proceed to the consideration of the Rule 
now before us. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he desired to ask a question or two 
arising out of the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He understood 
that it was now proposed to leave out 
the lines— 

“Tf the business appointed for an afternoon 
sitting is not disposed of at eight of the clock, 
the sitting shall be suspended till nine of the 
clock.” 

Would there be an opportunity of dis- 
cussing whether half-past seven should 
be substituted for eight o'clock ? 


Mr. A J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, that 
is sure to be discussed. We will have to 
introduce an Amendment carrying out 
our view, and when that is put from 
the Chair it can be discussed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked further if 
it would be within the right of a Mem- 
ber to star his own Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. Broadhurst. 








Dr. MACNAMARA asked who was ¢q 
decide the urgency of the Questions 
be put in the five minutes mentioned 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Mr. Speaker. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he under. 
stood the Rule would be set up and cou 
then be discussed. 


(4.35.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER 
MAN : Everyone must admit th 
perfect frankness and fairness wit 
which the right hon. Gentleman hy 
dealt with this difficult question 
What he said was no more than th 
truth when he referred to the immens 
interest taken in this particular parf 
of the subject, viz., the Rule of 
Procedure affecting the putting of 
Questions. The right hon. Gentlemay 
has proposed a scheme which, in many 
particulars, is a great improvement o 
the original proposal of the Government 
At the same time, I have a great dea 
of sympathy with those who are afraid 
of going on with this particular Rule 
which lays down the particular hour and 
moment at which certain changes wil 
take place. These are part of the plan 
and may be considered to be an accept 
ance by the House of its main principk 
Therefore, I think it is not quite fair td 
ask the House to go on with thi 
particular Rule at this moment until we 
have had time to see the whole proposa 
with regard to Questions in print, an 
until we can appreciate more fully tha 
we can at present how it will work. 
do not wish to appear to be pickin 
holes in the proposal until I have seei 
it, but I think that the House should 
not now be asked to lay down a Rule ag 
to the particular moment at which wé 
are to begin and leave off work, that 
being part of the concession which the 
right hon. Gentleman has made. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said that 
the House was now asked at once td 
destroy the formulated plan for Questions 
They wereasked, to use a homely proverh 
to throw away the dirty water before they 
got in theclean. They had only the state 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman to g 
on; although he agreed that, at the first 
glance, the water they were asked to tak 
in, if not clean, was cleaner than that 
which had hitherto been offered to the 





ore they 
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House. One most important point in 
the proposal, to which, however, the 
right hon. Gentleman only devoted a 
word or two, was that the surplus of 
Questions which had been starred, if not 
reached in the number of minutes which 
the right hon. Gentleman, for once 
exercising the functions of a prophet, 
considered adequate, would not then be 
susceptible of receiving answers at all, 
and if the Amendment were adopted the 
answers would appear only on the 
Paper. He was not pronouncing a 
dogmatic opinion as to the propriety of 
that, but he was jealous in regard to Ques- 
tions which the interrogators thought 
wereimportant, andshould beanswered in 
away which would afford the opportunity 


Hof asking supplementary Questions, and 


therefore he was jealous of such Questions 
bing shut out, because the previous 
Questions had taken all the allotted time. 
He thought the House ought to have 
the scheme before it, before it finally 
determined or adopted it. If hon. Mem- 
bers passed the Motion now, they would 
he practically agreeing to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s scheme that the residuum 
of Questions, practically selected by an 
authority not yet defined, should only 
be answered on the Paper, and not 
in the House, and that as to these 
no supplementary Questions should 
be possible. Itseemed to him that those 
considerations lent themselves to the 
view that the Rule under discussion 
should be adjourned until the House 
had had an opportunity of seeing and 
considering the altered proposal. He 
saw no reason why that should not 
be done. ‘This change had been re- 
solved on for some time. It had been 
common gossip that a change was 
about to be proposed with reference 
to Questions, and the right hon. 
Gentleman might at least have put 
his proposal on the Paper yesterday, 
thereby giving hon. Members twenty- 
four hours to consider it. They had, 
it was true, an admirable explanation 
from the right hon. Gentleman ; but it 
was a complicated question, which was 
made more complicated by the fact that 
they were dealing with a Rule which did 
not deal ostensibly with Questions at all, 
buttheir action on, which would, never- 
theless, limit their action in reference 
to Questions. He strongly supported 
the Motion. 
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*(4.40.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 


Regis) said that the right hon. Gentleman 
had certainly made a very considerable 
advance in his method of dealing with 
Questions. One of the strongest points 
made by the right hon. Gentleman was 
that his proposal would enable due notice 
of Questions to be given; and he ap- 
pealed to him to give the House due notice 
of what it was now asked to discuss. 
They could not at that moment deal 
with the concrete and new proposal 
placed before them. As he understood 
it, Questions were to be divided into four 
categories. There were to be the urgent 
(Juestions, for which the sacred five 
minutes or more were to be reserved. 
There were to be the interesting Ques- 
tions, to be decided to be such by the 
Gentlemen at the Table. There were 
to be the uninteresting Questions ; and 
finally there were to be the out- 
cast Questions, which were not to be 
answered at all, except by letter. The 
difficulty, to his mind, would lie in 
the method of selecting the (Questions, 
and until they had that method before 
them, it was impossible to decide whether 
the proposed mode of dealing with Ques- 
tions was satisfactory or not. The right 
hon. Gentleman should remember that 
every hon. Member, in the eyes of the 
law of the House, was equal—not in his 
owneyes, perhaps—and that his Questions 
were equal. It would be a very difficult 
thing to set up an authority which 
would satisfy everyone, and which 
would have to say that one hon. Member’s 
Question was interesting and_ that 
another hon. Member’s Question was 
uninteresting. 


Rules. 


That was a fair subject 
for discussion, but he wished to point 
out the great difficulty in which they 


were placed by the way the Rules were 
dealt with. 
additions to the Rules, all undecided. 
Three of the proposed new Rules were 


There were three separate 


half discussed and left half decided, 
and they were wholly unfitted to add 
a fourth. Moreover, before the Motion 
for the adjournment they were not 
discussing Questions at all, but lines 3 
and 4, which proposed that— 


‘* Tf the business appointed for an afternoon 
sitting is not disposed of at eight of the clock, 
the sitting shall be suspended until nine of 
the clock.” 
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The right hon. Gentleman did not state 
whether he meant to excise those words, 
or, if so, whether they were to be replaced 
by other words. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are 
not to be replaced by anything. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
would respectfully suggest that it would 
be better if the right hon. Gentleman put 
down on the Paper exactly what he pro- 
posed to do with reference to Questions, 
and also the proposal he meant to make 
with regard to the selection of Questions. 
It was not reasonable to ask hon. Mem- 
bers to debate a thing which was thrown 
at them as if it were only invented that 
morning. Of course, it was not invented 
that morning. It was the deliberate 
work of the right hon. Gentleman and 
his advisers after due consideration. 
That being so, the House also ought to 
be given some time for consideration, 
and this particular Standing Order 
ought, therefore, to be post poned. 


(4.45.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) thought that, under all the 
circumstances, this particular part of the 
subject might be adjourned. His right 
hon. friend had made a very great con- 
cession to the wishes of the House; in 
some respects he had, perhaps, gone too 
far. He had never been one of those 
who attached great importance to the 
large majority of Questions and to hav- 
ing an opportunity of putting them at 
the opening of business. He thought in 
many cases it would be more convenient 
to postpone them to a later period of the 
sitting. His view generally was that 
forty minutes was a good deal too long 
a time for what was described as the 
asking of Questions. He thought, how- 
ever, that for Questions of extreme 
importance more than five minutes 
might be allowed; but for a right and 
clear understanding of their position it 
was desirable that the House should see 
the whole of this considerable change in 
print. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was lost 
n amazement at the action of the Leader 
of the House on this question. 
right hon. Gentleman was interested in 


the speedy passage of these Rules, and! 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


' House on the subject. 


The | 


| arriving at the conclusion that a change 
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yet his action again and again had beep 
of such a character as necessarily to 
delay their progress. The right hop, 
Gentleman had been pressed again and 
again to make a statement on the sub. 
ject of Questions, because Questions 
dominated the consideration of a num. 
ber of other provisions in the Rules, 
Though the right hon. Gentleman imust 
have been considering his new proposal 
in respect of Questions, he had _ hitherto 
offered no light or guidance to the 
When the right 
hon. Gentleman had at last made up his 
mind to make a new departure, he did 
not make a statement to the House or 
allow the change to appear in print, so 
that the House might be able to consider 
it before the discussion; but this day 
he explained what the new scheme was, 
and asked the House to enter upon its 
consideration at once, with the result 
that further time was being wasted in 
discussing a Motion for the adjournment 
of the debate on this Rule. Was that 
the action of a Minister who was anxious 
to have the Rules brought speedily into 
force? He invited the right hon. Gentle 
man to try to be more businesslike in 
the management of the Rules, and to 
take the reasonable and practical course 
of adjourning the consideration of this 
particular Rule until the House saw it 
in print. 


(4.50.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
the criticisms and charges which had been 
levelled at the Government were ex- 
tremely unreasonable. Complaint was 
made that the House was in the midst of a 
discussion of three separate Rules, but the 
reason of this was that the Government 
had been anxious to meet the wishes of 
the House. Again, why were there three 
additions to them? Because he _ had 
been anxious to meet the wishes of the 
House by introducing certain alterations 
in the Rules, and by having them re 
printed. It was also said that the 
Government ought to have given notice 
of the changes. There must be a period 
at which the House was made acquainted 


| for the first time with a proposal of this 
kind, and he had selected the time which 


was most convenient to the House to 
state orally the general grounds for 


was desirable and for not putting it on 
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the Notice Paper without comment. That 
course of action was made a charge 
against the Government. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: You should | 


have made the statement yesterday, and 
placed the change on the Paper today. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that would have been most inconvenient. 
The debate was being carried on on the 
hypothesis that he was asking the House 


now to diseuss a plan which had been | 


heard for the first time. If that had 


been the case, he should agree with all | 


the epithets launched at him, but nothing 
so unreasonable had been done by him. 
He did not wish, however, to enter upon 
a contest with the House on the subject, 
and he would not press the 
farther. 


Rules relating to Friday _ sittings, 
priority of business, and business in 
Supply. 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


agreed that it was desirable to postpone 


this particular Rule and to go on with a_ 


discussion of the others as they stood on 
the Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was con- 
tent for the present to assent to the post- 
ponement of this subject. 


Mr. BROADHURST asked leave to 
withdraw the Motion for adjournment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, and 
debate adjourned till Thursday. 


FRIDAY SITTINGS. 

Standing Order No. 2 
followeth— 

“That the House do meet every Wed- 
nesday, at twelve o’clock at noon, for 
private business, petitions, Orders of the 
day, and notices of Motions, and do con- 
tinue to sit until six o'clock, unless 
previously adjourned.” 


read as 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 1, to leave out the word ‘ Wednes- 


day, and insert the word ‘ Friday.’”—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


VOL. CV. [FourTH SERIks]. 
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matter | 
He suggested that the House | 
should proceed with the discussion of the | 
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| Question proposed, “ That the word 
|‘ Wednesday ’ stand part of the Standing 
| Order.” 


*(5.5.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pre- 
sumed he would be in order in raising 
the whole question of the merits of Friday 
as a day for sitting, and as to whether it 
, should be a long or a short sitting. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
Standing Order provided for a short 
sitting on a certain day, and that certain 
business should be taken at that sitting. 
The question was whether Friday should 
be substituted for Wednesday. The hon. 


|Member would be at liberty to propose 


either Saturday or Sunday instead, but 
that seemed to be all he could do. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES saidthe House 
had not decided definitely as to the 
previous days. 


*Mre SPEAKER reminded the hon. 
Member that the House had decided 
that on Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday there should be long day 
sittings. The Standing Order under 
discussion provided for a day in the 
week on which the House should meet at 
twelve o'clock and certain business have 
precedence. The only Amendment the 
Government proposed was that Friday 
should be substituted for Wednesday, 
'and the only question was whether the 
'day on which the House should meet at 
noon should be Wednesday or Friday. 


| *Mr. GIBSON BOWLES was afraid the 
| question was even more restricted since 
the House had already decided that Wed- 
/nesday should be a long day. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER said that was the 
| reason he had suggested the only course 


| open to the hon. Member was to move 


ithe substitution of Saturday or, Sunday. 


*Mr.GIBSON BOWLES did not propose 
| to suggest either Saturday or Sunday ; he 
| simply desired to show that Friday wis 
|a bad day on which to meet at twelve 

o'clock for private business. 


3B 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said in that case the 
hon. Member’s observations would come 
in better on the Question ‘“ That 
‘Friday’ be there inserted.” 
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(Juestion put and negatived. 


(Question proposed, “That the word 
‘Friday’ be there inserted.” 


*Mr.GIBSON BOWLES contended that 
Frida ywasa bad day for a morning sitting 
day, and that it ought to be kept either as 
at present, or as an afternoon and even- 
ing sitting day. The Government had 
taken from him Wednesday as a day of 
rest in the middle of a laborious week— 
a day on which he could recover from 
Monday and Tuesday, and prepare for 
Thursday and Friday. [A laugh.] Hon. 
Members who smiled probably did not 
know what it was to fight a Finance 
Bill day after day, and week after week. 
To those who did the work entailed by 
such a task, the Wednesday holiday was 
very important. That rest, however, 
had been taken from him, and it was 
proposed to satisfy him with this mess of 
pottage — this Friday as a morning 
sitting. But he did not want Friday asa 
half holiday; it was of absolutely no use. 
In fact, he preferred that Friday should 
be a full Parliamentary day, since it was 
followed by Saturday and Sunday, on 
which he could rest. The House had 
lived through many generations of full 
Fridays. To those who attended to the 
business of Supply—of whom he was 
one—Friday was often a very long and 
fatiguing day, and, consequently, a very 
fruitful day. It was on a Friday atten- 
tion was called to the question of re- 
mounts, and on the Saturday the War 
Office acted on the debate by dismissing, 
or making an attempt to dismiss the 
officer responsible, or, at any rate, an in- 
quiry was ordered. Friday was an ex- 
tremely good and useful day. It probably 
would not be in order to refer to the pro- 
posed transfer of Supply from Friday to | 
Thursday, but even if that change 
were made, the value of Friday as aj 
long day would remain, because the | 


{COMMONS} 
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Government also ought to join him in 
keeping Friday as a long day, because 
they would then be answering the con- 
tinual complaints of private Members at 
their time being taken. The Govern. 
ment would probably suffer more than 
anybody else by Wednesdays _ being 
taken, because they would be deprived 
of the opportunity for compromise and 
arrangement which Wednesdays always 
offered, and they would gain nothing. 
Wednesday having been taken, it was 
no compensation to offer him Friday. 
Wednesday was bread, but Friday was a 
stone; and he should certainly divide 
against the proposal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL fully sym- 
pathised with the views of the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn as to the serious injury 
done to Members by the alteration of the 
Wednesday half-holiday, and the desira- 
bility of Friday being a full dav. He 
had always regarded it public 
scandal that even Saturday should be a 
holiday. The making of Friday into a 
short day was simply an enlargement of 
the “week-end” policy. The Irish 
Members came to discharge the business 
of their country, and every day in 
England was a day away trom their 
homes. It was not right that the time 
they spent in London should be frittered 
away for the mere personal convenience 


as oa 


of certain hon. Gentlemen. Members 
should attend and discharge their 


public trust, and not be society loiterers 
or “ week-end” trippers. This proposal 
was another evidence of the _ utter 
heartlessness and contempt shown by 
the Government towards everything 
relating to Ireland, and Irish represen- 
tatives were simply discarded in the 
House of Commons. This alteration 
was not for the convenience of the 
ordinary Members of the House, but for 
the convenience of Society men. If 
they allowed the Government to fritter 
away the time of the House in this 
manner, they would be little less than 
fraudulent trustees. He hoped the hon, 
Member for King’s Lynn would press 


business then to be dealt with would | the matter to a division. 


He, there- 
support of every | 
in insisting that | 


be private Members’ Bills. 
fore, claimed the 
private Member 


Friday should not be a short day. The| Noes, 112. (Division List No. 88.) 


(5.17.) The House divided :—Ayes, 192 ; 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Riteiie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lineoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| Wason,JohnCatheart(O’kney) 
| Whiteley, H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, Villiam 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan. J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Furness, Sir Christopher 


NEW STANDING 


Standing Order No. 2 (Friday Sittings), 
as finally amended, is as follows :— 

That the House do meet ¢ 
Twelve of the clock at noon, for Private 
Business, Petitions, Orders of the Day, and 


Notices of Motion, and do 


until Six o'clock, unless previously adjourned, 


PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
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NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patriek 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti yperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 


ORDER. 


very Friday, at 


continue to sit 


at all Friday sittings except the sitting 
on the third and fourth Fridays aite 
Whit Sunday.”—(M. A. J. Balfow.) 


(5.32.) Mr. GALLOWAY (Mancheste 
S.W.) moved to insert after “ except 
the words “the afternoon sitting 06 
Thursday and.” 
that while they had already decided tha 
the short sitting should be on Frida 
instead of Wednesday as at present, the 
had not yet decided what business shoul 
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O'Shaughnessy, P. J. reme 
Paulton, James Mellor hou 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden} Lay. 
| Pickard, Benjamin Age 
Power, Patrick Joseph nea 
Price, Robert John rent 
Priestley, Arthur oul 
Rea, Russell rida 
Reckitt, Harold James < 
Reddy, M. hie 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) @he 
Roberts, Jolin H. (Denbighs,) Ber 
tobson, William Snowdon SF 
Russell, T. W. Pe 
Sehwann, Charles E. HiSse 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) nly | 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel ide v 
Siuvelair, John (Forfarshire) Jy 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley hat 
Strachey, Sir Edward Phat 
Sullivan, Donal raetl 
Tennant, Harold John hat 1 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips J: 
Wallace, Robert ‘rida 


Wason,Eugene(Clack mannan) Bitelli 
Weir, James Galloway * 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 2 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 





White, Patrick (Meath, North) ft th 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) ook 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) le 
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Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid House 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOgs-- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles and 
Mr. M‘Kenna. 
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‘Unless the House otherwise direct—(a) 
Government business shall have pre- 
cedence at every sitting except the 
evening sittings on Tuesday and 
Wednesday, and the sitting on Friday 
(b) On the evening sittings of Tuesday 


and Wednesday notices of Motion shall, 


have precedence of Orders of the day. 
(c) After Easter Government business. 
shall have precedence at the evening 
sittings of Tuesday. (d) After Whitsun- 
tide Government business shall have 


precedence at all evening sittings, and 


piterat 
hardly 

oug] 
Hany 


be taken at the short sitting on Frida 
His Amendment, if carried, would comps 
private Members’ Bills to be taken at th 
Thursday afternoon sitting between thra 






and half-past seven, instead of at t riday 
morning sitting of Friday, which woW§!hen 
become Government time. In point Qery d 
time he did not think the Governmelg? int 
would lose anything by having privaffo rem 
Members’ Bills on Thursday afternoogthe Bi 


On the contrary, there would be a sligifithese | 
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,in in time to the Government. There- 
ore it Was merely a question of con- 
-enience whether private Members’ Bills 
jould be discussed on Thursday or Fri- 
yy. He frankly admitted that he was 
raid, along with a great many of his hon. 
riends, that under the new Rule they 
ould have the faddists running riot on 
riday, and legislation would be passed 
hich it would be very difficult to stop. 
fhe first practical objection to his 
mendment would be that if the faddists 
iil get the Second Reading of Bills 
essed on Friday afternoon, there would 


T 
Walden) 


h 


as 


uterford 
nbighs.) 
wdon 

































Staffori) uly be two Fridays left after Whitsun- 
el ie when they would be able to further 
—_ rhat he thought were their atrocities. 
“Bhat was an argument which had 
ractical force, and he was quite sure 

sili _ Bhat whether the Bills were discussed on 
mS Briday or Wednesday, his hon. friend the 
sley) Plember for Peckham would take the 
mannan) fhtelligent interest he always did in 
y R) hese Bills, and endeavour that no more 
h.North i them should be put on the Statute- 
k,W.R)fook than could possibly be avoided. 
me He submitted to the Leader of the 
olk. Mia Quouse that the fact of a Bill being read 
m, Mid) fR second time had some effect on the 
ple of the country, who did not 

aii! ealise what value should be attached to 
vles ani’ Vednesday afternoon division. Still less 


rould they appreciate the difference 
tween a Wednesday and a Friday after- 
pondivision. They ought not to doany- 
hing to render more easy the passing 
i ill-considered and immature bills, 
though the passing of the Second 
Reading of private Members’ Bills might 
uve little meaning to Members of the 
louse, it conveyed considerable meaning 
othose who had never been Members. 
the believed that the attendance on 
tiday could be sufticiently small to 
revent a House being made at all, then 
heshould certainly be in favour of the 
lteration, but he thought that was 
tardy likely. On the contrary, he 
hought there were likely to be a great 
uany hon. Members concerned in busi- 
less in the country who would make 
“riday their business day in the country. 
‘h woThen these hon. Members would find it 
point ery difficult, however much they might 
‘ernmelg® interested in a private Member’s Bill, 
x privago remain in order to vote for or against 
fternoom'he Bill. Under this new arrangement 
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passed than hitherto. The right hon. 
Gentleman might say that if this was 
the position of private Members on 
Friday, what was to become of the 
Government business? He did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman need have any 
fear so far as the Government were 
concerned. In Committee of Supply 
in most cases—he did not say in all 
cases —they found the two Front Benches 
supporting one another, and except on 
important questions it was the few 
private Members who took an interest 
in a subject who were found dividing 
against the Government. When impor- 
tant questions turned up the Government 
would be able to keep a majority to 
support them on a Friday as much as 
on any other day. He had suggested 
Thursday for private Members Bills, 
but he did not mind what day it was so 
long as it was not Friday. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘ except,’ to insert 
the words ‘the Afternoon Sitting on Thursday 
and.” —(.Ur. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


* (5.38). Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 
cestershire, Forest of Dean) said the hon. 
Gentleman had moved his Amendment 
entirely from the point of view of those 
who were opposed to private Members 
legislation. He thought that, from a 
different point of view, those who were 
in favour of private Members’ legislation 
would support the Amendment. He 
admitted that to some extent they 
were re-arguing a question which had 
already been argued, but they could not 
avoid doing so. The fact was that 
many hon. Members had the strongest 
opinion against allowing an additional 
day of the week to become a slack 
Parliamentary day, when the House of 
Commons was no longer the House of 
Commons, and when the House was 
merely in the hands of a very small and 
wholly unrepresentative body of Members. 
Those who desired private Members’ 
legislation might take precisely the same 
view on this subject as those who were 
opposed to them. They did not want the 
opinion of sixty or seventy Members not 
representing the House as a_ whole. 
They wanted to get the real opinion of 
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the House on the subject of any Bill | 


brought forward. He _ believed the 
House and the Government themselves 
would be oppressed by the debating of 
great Bills on four days running, and 
they would find the strain more than any 
one could stand. He would cordially 
vote for the Amendment. 


(5.40.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham) said a great deal was to be 
said from the point of view of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Forest of 
Dean. He did not say whether he was 
in favour of or opposed to private 
Members’ legislation, but in either case 
the legislation should be considered by a 
full House and hy people competent to 


give an opinion on the question. ‘To 
allow private Members’ Bills to come 


on when there were sixty or seventy 
Members in the House was to give an 
erroneous opinion to the country. — It 
had been asked Why should not Members 
come down on Friday? The reason was 
that they would go away on Thursday. 
But if Friday was a Government day 
they would desire to come down, and 
the Whips would see that they did 
come down. If they did not come 
down the Government would take 
means to secure their attendance. 
He did not care whether private Mem- 
bers’ Bills were taken on Thursday or 
any other day except Friday, but the 
vbject of the Amendment was really 
to secure a full attendance when these 
Bills were before the House. 


(5.42.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
said this Amendment raised the question 
of the /onw fides of some of the new rules. 
Were they to continue to make this 
House a business House, or were they 
to arrange to give Members a long 
week-end? If Friday was to be the 
off-day, he was afraid they would have 
repeated what happened last Wednesday 
week, when a Bill affecting Friendly 
Societies was settled by halt-past one, 
and everybody went off for the holidays. 
The same thing would happen _practi- 
cally every Friday. Under this rule 
Friday would become a dies non alto- 
gether. If Thursday was to be kept 
tor Supply, it would become a slack 
day also. Members would not come 
back till late on Monday, and the real 
business of the House would be done on 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 





Rules. 


Tuesday and Wednesday. Looking 
the requirements of the country, and 
to the interests of the ever-growing 
Empire. it seemed to him strange that 
they should strive to make the Rule 
such as to give a minimum of time to 
the work of the House. 
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* (5.44.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE 
(Essex, Saffron Walden) said he had 
similar Amendment on the Paper, his 
proposal being that private Members 
Bills should be taken on Wednesday, 
He believed in the utility of private 
Members’ Bills, and he desired to gee 
those Bills discussed at a sitting when 
they would be properly considered by 
a full House, and not at the end oj 
the week when Members would not 
be in attendance. If the Government 
took the Friday morning sitting. a 
comparatively full House could be 
secured by their Whips for Government 
business, and in exchange they could 
give on another day earlier in the week 
a morning sitting to private Members. 
He pointed out that if either Ament¢- 
ment were adopted, private Members 
would have to sacrifice an hour of 
the time which they would _ have 
under the proposal of the Government. 
Therefore, by accepting the Amendment, 
the Government would actually gain 
time for their own business. He hoped 
the Leader of the House would take 
this into consideration. 


(5.45.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNEL- 
MAN said he entirely agreed with the hon. 
Member for Peckham, who had _ put the 
whole thing before the House with perfect 
clearnessand force. The business time ot 
the House would be whittled down totwo 
days a week. The great difference 
between the private Member’s day and 
the Government day was that there 
was pressure on the Government time 
but none on the other; and -thereiore 
on the ‘private Members’ day a great 
number of Members of the House would 
make it a holiday, whereas if Govern 
ment business was put down for the 
day the Government would see that 
there was a proper attendance and the 
darling week end, which was the great 
object of the new Rules, would be equally 
secured, as the House would rise at sis 


and hon. Members could go away 
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their enjoyment. That would at least 


{8 APRIL 1902} 


keep up the work of the House through | 


the week with something like regularity, 
whereas if private Members’ business 
was to be relegated to Friday that would 
be simply a dies non. 
Government would appoint some other 
day tor private Members’ business and 
take Friday for themselves. 


(5.48.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said 
they were not now discussing whether 
the Parliamentary week-end was a good 
or a bad change. The only question 
before the House was whether private 
Members business should be taken at 
atwelve o clock sitting or not. It was 
perfectly immaterial whether the after- 
noon sitting should be taken on a 
Friday. or Thursday, or any other day. 
He admitted that under the existing 
Wednesday Rules, private Members had 
been able to into law certain 
measures which were sober, useful, and 
harmless. It had been contended by 
the supporters of the Amendment that 
a House could not be got to sit on a 
Friday, and that therefore it would be 
letter to devote some other day of the 
week to the work of the consideration 
of private Members’ Bills. He denied 
that the House would decline to sit on 
Friday, but if it did decline to sit on that 
day it would be much better to decline to 
sit on private Members’ Bills than on 
Government Bills or on Supply put down 
for such a day. The hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that that was a matter 
which could be determined by the issue 
ofa Government Whip. But the House 
ot Commons represented the country, 
and the Government could not control 
the Opposition, and he did not know 
that they had any great desire to do so. 
He supposed that the idea of the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment was 
that on Friday the Government would 
take Supply. He was constantly being 
told that private business was more 


pess 


He hoped the | 


important than Supply ; but his conten- | 


ton was that it would be easier to get a 
big House on Friday to discuss a private 


Member's Billthan a big House to discuss | 


Estimates which did not excite any wide 
interest. There was also this great 
difference between private Members’ and 
Government business, that it could be 
foreseen for the whole session what 
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private Members’ Bills were to be brought 
on on a particular day, whereas it was 
impossible for the Covernment to say 
a long time beforehand, what was the 
business they would take on a particular 
day. His hon. friend the mover of the 
Amendment spoke for men of business 
whose private avocations called them out 
of London, and he said that there would 
be a temptation for them to go out of 
town on the Thursday night or the 
Friday morning, if Friday were made the 
private Members’ day. But if his hon. 
friend and those Members who were 
in his position were going to make 
engagements for Fridays throughout the 
session it was obvious that they could not 
be in the House on Fridays to either 
oppose or support the Government 
business, and that they would not be able 
to make any arrangements for a long 
time beforehand, in view of some impor- 
tant Government proposal—such as a 
vote of censure ora big Bill. But with 
private Members’ business the case was 
entirely different. His hon. friend, and 
others with him, would say that on such 
and such a Friday, such and such a 
faddist was going to introduce a revolu- 
tionary measure, and they would make 


‘arrangements by which, he had no doubt, 


they would defeat it. Was it not much 
better, by appointing \Friday as private 
Members’ day, that the business of the 
final day of the Parliamentary week 
should be capable of being foreseen a long 
way ahead, and that every preparation 


should be accordingly made for the 
properly handling and _ discussing 
--and if need be throwing out by 


an exemplary majority—of any faddist 
proposals? He did not know that he 
need labour the point much more, but 
he did not think that the House would 
willingly entertain a change of a system 
which went far beyond the Parliamentary 
recollection of any of them, and which 
gave to the twelve o'clock sitting the 
discussion of private Members’ business. 
He did not dwell on the fact that the 
continuity of Government business would 
be interfered with; but he did think 
that, not only for the reasons he had 
stated, but in accordance with the wishes 
of the great mass of the Members 
of the House, they had better, on the 
whole, adhere to ancient tradition in 
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this matter and devote that day on which 
they met at twelve o’olock to private 
Members’ business. 


(5.59.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) said that the First Lord of 
the Treasury had told the House that 
the selection of the private Members’ 
business was not satisfactory at the 
present moment. That was quite true, 
but under the proposed new Rules, not 
only would the selection be unsatisfactory, 
but the discussion thereupon would be 
also unsatisfactory. They would now 
have four long sittings together up to 
twelve or one oclock each night, and 
after that it was absurd to expect hon. 
Members to come down to the House to 
discuss private Members’ legislation. If 
this proposed change took place the 
right of private Members to initiate 
legislation would be lost entirely, and 
Friday would be a wasted day. This 
arrangement was not fair to those who 
lived a long way trom London, and 
why should this change be made simply 
to enable those who lived near London 
to enjoy themselves? The right hon. 
Gentleman said that they should not 
change an immemorial custom. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. 1 said that | thought that the 
House would object to it. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that it was now 
proposed to change an immemorial 
custom. Private Members often initiated 
most important legislation, and they had 
done so even during the present session. 
Under the changed condition of affairs 
private Members would come down on 
Fridays to a skeleton House to discuss 
matters of interest with about forty or 
sixty hon. Members present, and the 
remainder of the hon, Members of the 
House would be away enjoying them- 
selves. 


CHAPLIN said that it was 
proposed to relegate private Members’ 
day to Friday; he should support the 
Amendment, although he should be per- 
tectly willing to meet the right hon. 
Gentleman if he suggested any other 
day vut Friday. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said that it would be much 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


(6.5.) Mr, 
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easier to keep a House for a private 
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Members’ Bill than for Government 
business on Friday. 


Mr. A. BALFOUR: I never said 
that, or anything that could be so inter- 
preted. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man must be referring to the statement 
which | made that we could easily fore. 
see private Members’ business, but we 
could not foresee for a long period 
what business the Government would 
take. Therefore private Members 
could easily make their arrangements 
earlier. 


Mr. CHAPLIN did not think that it 
was at all desirable that private Members’ 
business should be zelegated to Fridays. 
His right hon. friend had given a very 
amusing description of the Bills of 
private Members, but with all due 
respect tothe First Lord of the Treasury 
he would say that he had known a good 
many very useful and well drawn 
measures introduced by private Members, 
some of which had actually been taken 
up by the Government of the day. A 
great many useful little Bills could often 
he introduced by private Members, such 
as the Sparks Bill, and if this change 
were carried it would be difticult for 
private Members to secure a House for 
Bills of that particular kind. He hoped 
his right hon. friend would reconsider 
his decision upon this point. This was 
not a Party question, and there was no 
doubt that the rights and privileges of 
private Members would be very seriously 
injured by the Rules which were now 
being submitted. If the First Lord of 
the Treasury would not make a conces- 
sion upon this point, he hoped the 
private Members of the House of 
Commons would take courage and assert 
their own rights and privileges and carry 
this Amendment by a large majority. 


(6.10.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) said that most 
of the speeches of hon. Members opposite 
had been in favour of the Amendment of 
hon. Member for Manchester, and that 
showed how they regarded as a whole 
these new Procedure Rules. He sup- 
ported this Amendment, however, upon 
very different grounds. The idea of 
these alterations was the long week-end, 
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and that was the great goal which the 
right hon. Gentleman sought to secure. 
It seemed to him that if this Amend- 
ment were carried the right hon. Gentle- 
man would have to drop the whole of 
his new Rules because, without the long 
week-end, the new Rules would be 
entirely worthless. The supporters of 
this change seemed to be divided into 
three classes, the golfers, the Whips and 
the week enders, and it was to meet the 
wishes of these three separate classes 
that these alterations had been proposed. 
The change would at once create slack 
Fridays, When there would be a poor 
attendance and the measures would be 
inadequately discussed in a very thin 
House. The right hon. Gentleman's 
argument upon this point was worthless 
because Supply was Government business, 
and could the First Lord of the Treasury 
argue that the attendance during the 
discussion of Supply had been in- 
adequateand insufticient? Theright hon: 
Gentleman knew perfectly well that they 
always had fuli Houses on Fridays, and 
the attendance was more than adequate 
to discuss Supply. He had no hesitation 
in saying that the Whips would guaran- 
tee the right hon. Gentleman a House 
on Fridays if he accepted this Amend- 
ment. Some of the most useful legisla- 
tion which had Leen passed by the House 
had been initiated in consequence of 
the efforts of private Members upon 
Wednesdays. They would by this change 
also place the various Committees in a 
very difficult position, because those Com- 
mittees would be called upon to discuss a 
Bill perhaps passed by a very small House 
and which might not receive the support 
of the majority of the House. He urged 
the Government not to throw away 
Friday. He agreed with the statement 
which had just been made, that while 
they were in London they ought to 
put in as much work as they could. 
This would probably be the longest 
session on record, and yet they were 
now being asked to sacrifice six hours 
of their Parliamentary time every week 
in order to allow certain hon. Members 
to go into the country. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY 
Hallam) did not think the 
of the House had even yet 
what was involved in this 


(6.15.) 
(Sheffield, 
Leader 
grasped 
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proposal. It was well known that he 
(Mr. Stuart Wortley) was one ot those 
who had objected to this change from 
Wednesday to Friday in the first in- 
stance. But the Government had got 
their way, and having got their way, 
they were under an obligation to go 
as far as they could towards securing 
the efficiency of the Friday sitting. 
When the right hon. Gentleman said 
there was no difference between a 
private Members’ day and a Govern- 
ment day he denied that which was 
patent to all. It was perfectly well 
known that some of the largest attend- 


ances had been on Fridays. The 
Government, by putting down the 
Foreign Office Vote or the Colonial 


Office Vote, practically challenged the 
Opposition to use their opportunity or 
forego it for the rest of the session, 
and on such Friday evenings they had 
secured an exceptionally large attend- 


ance. Another thing which the right 
hon. Gentleman ignored was that if 
they had private Members’ Bills on 


Fridays, and had a thin attendance in 
the House, it tended to reduce the 
whole proceedings to the level of irre- 
sponsibility, and afforded the Govern- 
ment a loophole which they ought not 
to have of disclaiming responsibility for 
giving the House a lead by expressing 
their opinions on Bills. From the 
Government the infection would spread 
right through the House, and the 
result would be that everybody present 
would salve his conscience by the feeling 
that the decision given was so_ irre- 
sponsible, that at its future stages such 


a Bill might, without discredit, be 
passively obstructed or conveniently 
shelved. That was not a situation in 


which the House should be placed. He 
would support the Amendment. 


(6.18.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Notting- 
ham, Rusheliffe) said he should 
support the Amendment without the 
slightest hesitation, not only in the 
interests of unofficial Members, but in 
the interest of the dignity and efficieney 
of the House. They had come to a sort 
of crisis in regard to the attempt at legis- 
lation on the part of unofficial Members. 
The right hon. Member for Aberdeen, 
when the Rul:s of Procedure were being 
discussed in 1888, gave a long list 
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of very useful measures that had been 
passed through the House by unofficial 
Members, and last night the Home 
Secresary had told them that in 1882, 
when he was an unofficial Member in 
Opposition, he carried an important 
measure of licensing reform through 
the House. That could not be done 
nowadays. The utmost misconception 
prevailed on the part of the public with 
regard to Bills introduced in that House. 
At the beginning of the session hundreds 
of hon. Members balloted for the chance 
of introducing Bills, but not 4 per cent. 
ot the Bills introduced ever received satis- 
factory discussion; not 2 per cent. ever 
got into Committee: and not 1 per cent. 
he thought, taking an averarge of ten 
vears, found its way ontotheStatute-book. 
There was now absolutely no chance of 
an unofficial Member carrying a_ Bill 
that effected any reiorm of moment. 
By the change that had been effected, 
Friday had gone as a Parliamentary day, 
and he regretted that more than he 
could say. He believed that every 
session many of the Bills introduced by 
private Members, if they could find their 
way on to the Statu'e-book would 
greatly promote the welfare of the 
country. These Rules of Procedure were 
a blow to the efficiency and reputation of 
the House. The House was not raising 
itself in the estimation of the nation, and 
his complaint against the Leader of the 
House was that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not always endeavour to maintain 
the dignity and efticiency of the House. 
He urged the Leader of the House to 
give another day than Friday to the 
consideration of the Bills of unofficial 
Members. 


(6.24.) Mr. CRIPPS (Laneashire, Stret- 
ford) said he hoped hon. Members would 
approach this question from the point of 
view of the efficiency and dignity of the 
House, ratherthanany other pointot view, 
although they might differ as to the way 
in which that dignity and efficiency were 
to be maintained. There were two points 
involved, the efficiency of public business 
and of private Members’ legislation, 
the first of which was of the greatest 
importance. If the House was losing its 
grip on the country, it was because it had 
not sufficient grasp of the great imperial 
questions with which it had to deal. As 

Mr. John Ellis, 
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a general rule, the business must be done 
by those who had control of the House 
for the time being—that was to say, the 
Government of the day. The real duty 
of private Members, it must be remem- 
bered, was to take part in the great 
national public business of the country, 
and therefore the first consideration 
with regard to the Amendment was 
how it affected the consideration of 
public business. His first objection was 
that it was a_ serious interference 
to take away any of the afternoons which 
were to be devoted to public business 
for the purpose of devoting them to the 
consideration of matters of secondary 
importance, and he would much rather 
see Friday given up to public business, 
than see any of the days now devoted 
to it taken away. Could the House 
afford to give up one of the best periods 
for the transaction of public business, 
when every day the reproach was being 
brought against them that they could 
not deal with matters of Imperial con- 
cern—matters which, in his opinion, 
ought not to be devolved upon any other 
body ? Another question which had been 
raised was that of the right of private 
Members with regard to private Bills. 
He did not think the present proposals 
interfered in any way with the interests 
and rights of private Members. The 
more the proceedings of the House were 
so regulated as to take away undue 
licence of debate, the more freedom would 
he given to private Members to take 
part in the real business of legislation. 
The great advantage of the proposed new 
Rules was they allowed private Members 
to take an interest in the business of the 
country, and gave them a greater oppor- 
tunity of so doing than they at present 
had in the curtailed time at their disposal. 
With regard to private Members’ Bills, 
two views had been put forward—one 
emphasising their importance, and the 
other feeling that they ought to be got 
rid of somehow. But, fearing that on 
Friday evenings they would be more 
likely to get a Second Reading than under 
present circumstances, he took a mid 
course between the two. He did not 
think the matter depended in the least 
on the question between Wednesday and 
Friday. The reason of the failure of 
private Members to give legislative effect 
to their Bills was that the temper, tone, 
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and business of the House had un- 
doubtedly altered within recent years. 
There was not now time to carry the 
Bills. Moreover, there had been a great 
development of the feeling that if effective 
legislation —that was, coercive legislation, 
which interfered in some way with the 
ordinary liberty of the subject—was to 
he passed, it should, in the main, be 
brought forward on the responsibility of 
a Government, not of any private Mem- 
her, whether faddist or otherwise. As 
to the question of Fridays, some Mem 
hers objected to the change because 
they believed in the rights of private 
Members and liked to back up their Bills. 
But surely such Members could attend 
ona Friday just as they now attended on 
«a Wednesday? <A large number of 
Members, however, cared very little 
about private Members’ Bills, but those 
who were complaining about Fridays 
being given to private Members’ Bills 
ought surely to be the very Members to 
“make a House,” and carry on the dis- 
cussions which they declared were so 
desirable on such measures. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : So they will. 


Mr. CRIPPS said that that, then, was 
just what was wanted. What was _ re- 
quired was a discussion by parties on the 
two sides who were interested in the 
subject-matter and cognisant of the facts 
with which the Bill dealt. 


Mr. GALLOWAY explained that the 
hon. and learned Member had _ mis- 
understood his interruption. What he 
ineant was that the Gentlemen in favour 
of the Bill would attend, but the 
opponents would not. 


Mr. CRIPPS thought they would get 
both sides. But the strongest argument 
in favour of the proposal of the Govern- 
ment was that of the efficiency of the 
House in the conduct of its public 
business, which really meant the 
national and imperial responsibility of 
Members, and from that point of view 
he should oppose the Amendment. 


(6.58.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) 
siid that all who had listened to the 
debate must have been struck by the 
extraordinary unanimity with which 
the proposal of the Government had 
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been condemned. The hon. and learned 
Member for the Stretford Division 
entered the House in 1895; if he had 
entered it fitteen years earlier he would 
have spoken very differently about 
private Members’ Bills. He himself 
could remember when a great deal of 
the most useful legislation carried 
through the House was done on the 
initiative of private Members. The dis- 
cussions on such Bills were useful not 
only because the opponents and 
supporters of the Bills were present, but 
because on such occasions, as a rule, 
political controversy did not come in, 
and neither the Government nor the 
Opposition Whips acted. It was not 
the presence merely of Members who 
either strongly supported or strongly 
opposed a bill that was required on 
such occasions ; they wanted a good 
attendance of the House generally. 
They wanted the moderate and thought- 
ful men who would listen to and be 
enlightened by debates on subjects 
which perhaps they had not previously 
understood, and who would then give 
an intelligent vote on the measure under 
discussion. He had been present at 
Wednesday sittings when Bills had been 
so discussed on both sides in relevant and 
intelligent speeches that the House had 
been able, at the end of a four or five 
hours debate, to come to a_ decision 
which they could not have come to 
before hearing the discussion. They 
were the rare occasions in the House 


upon which speeches really affected 
votes. The proposals of the Govern- 
ment were almost certain to lead to 


a scanty attendance, confined to strong 
advocates and strong opponents of the 
measure to be discussed. Members who 
were not particularly interested would 
not come, because there was such a 
thing as temptation, and it was human 
nature to yield to it. If these debates 
were to come on on days when Members 
were exposed to the temptation to go 
into the country, they knew how many 
would yield to that temptation, and 
private Members’ Bills would not get the 
chance they ought to have. Whether a 
Bill was a good or a bad one, it ought 
to have a proper House to deal with it. 
As to the general question, private 
Members’ legislation had experienced 


two stages. The first was the changes 
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of 1887, which had made it practically 
impossible for a private Member 
to pass a Bill which excited any strong 
opposition unless he secured the first, 
second, or third chance in the ballot. 
The second stage was that now con- 
templated, by which even the debates 
on private Members’ Bills would lose 
their value. Latterly, they had, at any 
rate, afforded an opportunity ef bring- 
ing forward questions which had not 
sufficient political momentum behind 
them to make it worth the while of the 
Government to take them up, and in 
that way a good deal of satisfaction 


was given to the country. Since 
the mght hon. Gentleman ceased to 


be Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Jreland, he had not very 
frequently been present at the debates 
on private Members’ Bills on Wednesday 
afternoons, and, therefore, he perhaps 
did not realise how many valuable de- 
bates there had been. Under the present 
proposals the value of those discussions 
would really be lost. The paucity of the 
attendance and the tarcical character of 
the whole proceedings would be such 
that they would excite no interest in the 
country, and with the loss of the value 
of private Members’ legislation, there 
would also come a certain diminution in 
the respect felt for the House as a serious 


legislative body. When the country 
perceived that important questions 


brought forward by private Members 
were discussed in a very thin House, 
and that the Government took advan- 
tage of that thinness to excuse itself 
from delivering an opinion on those 
questions, the respect felt for the House 
as a legislative body, which already, to 
judge from the debate, was felt to 
be impaired, would be still further 
diminished. 


(6.44,) COLONEL PILKINGTON (Lanea- 
shire, Newton) said the 


do much to repair the damage caused by 
the original proposal. That damage was 
of two kinds. 
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Amendment | 
which had been brought forward would | 
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tighten up the whole thing. Members 
of the House of Commons ought to take a 
full interest in what went on in the House. 
There were more important commercial 
and social measures discussed on Wednes- 
day afternoons than at any other time, 
and it was the duty of the Government 
to come down upon such occasions, and 
state their views on those important 
measures. If they were bad measures. 
then the country should be made aware 
ot the danger of them; and if they were 
good, the Government couldsupport them. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman, 
even at the eleventh hour, would listen 
to their remonstrances. He asked the 
Government to allow them to have 
Wednesday as it was. and continue the 
legislative machine up to six o'clock on 
Friday by making it a Government 
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day. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would make some concession to 
those hon. Members who felt that a 


very great injury would be done to the 
commercial, manufacturing, and social 
measures brought torward by private 
Members, and which ought to be fully 
discussed. 


*(6.50.) Mr. BLAKE said it was per- 
fectly plain what the result of the 
Amendment must be. What were the 
difficulties? The great difficulty put 
forward necessitating these proposals 
was want of time to discharge the 
business incumbent upon the House. 
That was the excuse put forward for 
this curtailment of the rights and 
privileges of the Members of this House. 
Difficulties in maintaining an effective 
House on Friday had been hinted at. 
even when devoted to Government busi- 


ness. Those difficulties had, no doubt, 
been specially felt by this (CGovern- 
ment, because an enormous and 


unwieldy majority had its diffi- 
culties as well as its advantages. 
He could understand the Government 
Whips feeling a difficulty in maintaining 


/an adequate attendance on Fridays for 
/Government business, but did anyone 


In the first place, it would | 


probably cause the week to end about | 


11.30 on Thursday night. Members 
would catch the night train on Thursday, 


with the result that Thursday night | 


would be a slack time, and Fridays very 
slack indeed. The Amendment would 
Mr. Bryee. 


suggest that under those circumstances 
there was any chance on nine Fridays 
out of every ten of maintaining a decent 


House for private Members? Under 
the present dispensation they knew 
what had been done on _ Fridays, 
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and if there wereyno other change pro- 
posed than the substitution of private 
for Government business, the result 
would be most serious. There was, 
however, another change, which would 
give four continuous hard-working days 
before the Friday came. Therefore the 
difficulty would now be much greater 
than it was before. What must the 
right hon. Gentleman’s real conviction 
be ot what the House would be on 
Fridays when that day was set apart 
for private Members’ business only ? 
By the proposal which was now 
before them, it was practically pro- 
posed to remove one day of the 
week from the effective Parliamentary 
day, and this change counterbalanced 
all the advantages of such of the new Rules 
as could be regarded as being of any 
advantage at all. It made Friday a dies 
wn. The right hon. Gentleman argued 
that hon. Members could make their 
arrangements for Fridays long beforehand, 
and that the new machinery was to make 
it easier for hon. Members to know when 
they should be here. He contended that 
these new Rules were intended to let hon. 
Members know how long they could stay 
away. Ata time in their Parliamentary 
history when they were confessedly over- 
loaded with business in the ordinary period 
of a session, the Government were 
deliberately proposing to throw away 
one Parliamentary day out of the week. 
It had been said that Wednesday at 
the present time was wasted, and it 
would be more convenient to give hon. 
Members a real holiday by enabling them 
to take that wasted day on Friday and 
go away. He could not believe that this 
Parliament could very long continue in 
the condition which would render the 
unotticial Members so helpless in regard 
to their share in public _ business. 


He did not agree with the obser- 
vations which had been made as 
to the absolute inefficacy of the) 


efforts of the unofficial Members. The 
Government constantly objected to take 
up Bills which did not excite violent 
opposition. | When the Government 
declined to take charge of such measures, 
the force and impulse necessary to 
compel the Government to give facilities 
for such measures was a force obtainable 
only by the decision of a great majority 
ina very large House. At the present 
time they might bring a House of 
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400 or 500 together when a measure 
was really ripe or over-ripe for a 
decision, but that chance was going 
to be taken away from them now. 
That was a practical, effective, and 
useful result which under the present 
system a private Member might attain 
if he was fortunate in the ballot and 
used his choice of a measure wisely and 
well, but if by this proposed change they 
deprived the private Member of the 
opportunity of obtaining a full House, 
they deprived him of this chance alto- 
gether. The Government were really 
depriving unofficial Members of the last 
and only chance they had of promoting 
effective legislation by this change. 
What they really wanted was more effec- 
tive Parliamentary time, and to deliber- 
ately throw away one day out of the 
week was a course which would not 
raise the credit, because it was sure to. 
diminish the efficiency of the proceedings 
in this House. 


(7.0.) Mr. LAURENCE 
(Kent, . Ashford) said that 
they discussed this question _ pre- 
viously, the Leader of the House 
distinctly divided the subject into 
two matters. On the question of the 
short sitting on Friday, he was as 
adamant, but certainly his words did 
not lead them to imagine that so far as 
the allocation of business was concerned 
his mind was in any way so definitely 
made up. He would, therefore, ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider whether 
he could not still retain the opinion on 
the second matter which he held at that 
particular time. By introducing private 
Members’ business at the middle of the 
week, some relief was given from 
the Government business, which was 
conducted at full pressure during 
the two preceding days. He did 
|not agree with his hon. friend that 
private Members’ business should only 
be discussed by those who had formed an 
opinion beforehand—those who were very 
favourable to the Bill, or those who were 
extremely adverse. He thought it was 
better that they should have the inde. 
/pendent opinion of the House, which 
under this new Rule would be sadly 
| taken away. There was another altera- 
| tion in the Standing Orders which also. 
|Tather confirmed the light treatment 


HARDY 


when 
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of private Members’ Bills. They were 
asked to lay down definitely and for ever 
that only two sittings were ever to be 
given to the further stages of private 
Members’ Bills after the Second Reading. 
The attitude taken up by Members 
regarding these Bills would be that they 
could only pass the Second Reading, that 
the discussion would be small and aca- 
demic. He hoped if unofficial Members 
assumed that attitude, it would not be 
taken by the members of the Govern- 
ment. They would expect the Govern- 
ment asa whole,and nota few individuals, 
to come and make a House on Friday 
under the new circumstances. At all 
events, it would be the duty of the Govern- 
ment to give this change a fair chance. 
He hoped the Government would leave 
the House free to decide on which day 
private Members’ business should be 
taken. He should have thought that 
an earlier day than Thursday would be 
better. He would feel bound to support 
the Amendment. 


(7.5.) Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said that 
of all the speakers on both sides who had 
taken part in the debate, his hon. and 
learned friend was the only private Mem- 
ber who had spoken in opposition to the 
Amendment. He ventured to ask what 
would be the fate of the Amendment if the 
door were locked at this moment and only 
those permitted to take part in the division 
who had heard the debate. He was sure 
the Amendment of his hon. friend the 
Member for Manchester, would be carried 
bya large majority. The Leader of the 
Housestated that he objected to any break 
in the continuity of public business. It 
was because the Amendment would give 
such a break that he cordially supported 
it. He agreed with the hon. Member 
opposite who said that the strain of four 
nights discussion of public business was 
tov much to expect in this House. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he voted 
against the Government when the 
question of Friday or Wednesday for the 
short sitting was discussed. The ques- 
tion now was different. It was the ques- 
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tion of what was the proper arrange- 
ment of the business of the House. 
Although he was formerly against the 
Government, he was entirely in their 
favour on the question now betore the 
House. He had nosympathy with those 
Members who spoke as if private Mem- 
bers’ business was the most important 
business of the House. The most im- 
portant business private Members had 
to perform inthe House was to look after 
tie business which the Government 
brought before the House. He thought 
as they had made the change from 
Wednesday to Friday it was infinitely 
more for the convenience of Members on 
both sides of the House that private 
Members’ Bills and not Government 
measures should be taken on Friday 
afternoon. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 
that what was now proposed would 
have a far-reaching effect. The new Rules 
largely invaded the rights of private 
Members. The First Lord of the Treasury, 
in introducing the Rules, endeavoured to 
induce the House to believe that he intro- 
duced them in the interest of private 
Members. What would be the result of 
not acceding to the proposition of the hon. 
Member for Manchester? The hon. 
Member for North Islington had called 
attention to what occurred last Wednes- 
day week. What occurred then would 
occur continually if the Amendment was 
not adopted. Last Wednesday week a 
Bill, bristling with contention and affecting 
a large number of friendly societies, was 
read a second time after a debate which 
lasted an hour and a quarter. The 
result was that the discussion of the 
measure was scamped. The House 
should bear in mind that under the 
altered Rules there would be four long 
working days, and that the strain would 
be such that Members would be more 
anxious to get away for the week-end 
than they had been hitherto. 


Question put. 


(7.15.) The House divided :—Ayes,145; 
Noes, 174. (Division List No. 89.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Ambrose, Robert 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Atherley-Jones, L. 
| Austin, Sir John 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc. ,Strovd) | Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Mr. Laurence Hardy. 


| Bartley, George C. T. 
Bell, Richard 

| Black, Alexander William 

| Blake, Edward 
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Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Bowles, T. Gibson(King’s Lynn) | 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Willian Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


7 Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G’rald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 
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Hammond, John 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


‘ Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Lambert, George 

Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


' MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Kean, John 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenfly) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James( Rosecommon.N.) 
O'Malley. William 

(O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 


NOES. 


Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

sull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Fules. 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,.J A (Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palnier 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
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TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Galloway 
Banbury 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 


| Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


| Garfit, William 


Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


, Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
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Gore,Hn.G. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green. Walford D. (Wednesbury 
Greene. W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. ) 
Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston. Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson. John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe. Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb..Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M’Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW. 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) ° 


Morgan, David J (Walthamstow 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peace, Herbt. Pike (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
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Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,H C (North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker ( Lanarks,) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (Oxf’d Univ, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-und, -Lyne 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William ' 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Aunstrther. 








(7.25.) Mr. CHANNING saffl he did 
not intend to argue the question raised 
by his Amendment at length, because it 
would raise a discussion of a somewhat 
similar nature to that in which the 
House had just taken part. His Amend- 
ment would involve taking the whole of 
the Tuesday sitting for private Members’ 
business, and would necessarily compel 
the Government to take Government 
business on Friday. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed, 

‘In line 3 to leave out the words ‘evening 
sittings,’ and insert the word ‘sitting.’ ”—(M>. 
Channing.) 


Question proposed “That the words 
‘evening sittings’ stand part of the 
Question.’ 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he would 
like to know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House 
would not accept this Amendment. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) asked why 


the First Lord should not accept this | 


Amendment, Surely the Government 


should be quite honest in their dealings 
with private Members: or did they want to 
insist that private Members had no rights 
at all? They must know that it would 
be utterly impossible to have any private 
Member's Bill discussed properly on a 
Friday afternoon. When a Government 
with a small majority was asked to give 
extra facilities for the discussion of a 
particular subject, such as the eight 
hours day, they were granted ; but were 
it not for the large attendance on 
Wednesday afternoons, he was quite sure 
that no Government would have yielded 
in such cases. It was a great pity that 
the Government would not accept the 
Amendment. It would be a great 
advantage not only to the Government 
themselves, but also to the officials and 
servants of the House, not to have four 
days running at full pressure, and he 
would therefore support the Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is quite clear 
that this Amendment only differs from the 
last Amendment to the extent of giving 
to private Members, in addition to the 
| afternoon sitting, the evening sitting as 
well. All the arguments which have 
| been used, as I thought conclusively, 
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against the last Amendment apply | the mouthpieces of certain grievances. 
equally to this Amendment. I think we | They were arriving at a state of things 
have discussed this question sufficiently, | under which the private Member was 
and that we ought not to be asked to| becoming anonentity. He would appeal 
re-open it. , to the right hon. Gentleman, especially as 
| many of his own supporters had expressed 
‘similar opinions, to have regard for the 
| rights of unofficial Members. If the 
|Government were to be the only legis- 

lators in the British House of Commons, 
it would mean that all reform would be 
| stopped, and that all questions which the 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE said the 
Amendment as it stood was perhaps 
more than private Members might be 
justified in asking for, but it pointed 
to the fact that the little bits of evenings 
which it was proposed to give for the 


gether unsatisfactory. 
to be the case under the Rules as they | 
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discussion of Resolutions would be alto- 
That was found 


stood at present, and the additional point 


alluded to was one which would make 
things worse. 


Mr. 


argument which the right hon. Gentleman 
bon. Members might be debarred from 


The 


a Motion for the adjournment. 


right hon. Gentleman said that he had | 


used conclusive arguments against the 
Amendment ; but considering that the | 
Government majority fell to twenty-nine, | 
he thought it conclusive that if the | 
Government had only a_ reasonable 
majority the right hon. Gentleman would 
not have been able to carry his proposal. 
He would support his hon. friend’s 
Amendment, because it seemed to him to 
be a proposal which would give private | 
Members something. 


| 
(7.35.) Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) | 
said he agreed with the Leader of the | 
House that there was no use in discussing 
the Amendment at any great length, but | 
at the same time they ought to know 
exactly where they were. As he under- | 
stood the Amendment, it proposed that a 
whole day should be devoted to private 
Members’ discussions, but he desired to | 
point out that the Government would 
have no scruple whatever in 
priating a private Members’ 
even if the Amendment were 
carried. There was no __ security | 
whatever that an unofficial Member | 
would obtain a whole day for adiscussjon | 
in which he was interested. He felt very | 
strongly on that, because there were a 
number of hon. Members in the House 


appro- | 
day, 





for the purpose of championing certain | 
measures, and who were recognised as. 
VOL. CV. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


| them in the House of Commons. 
result would be that if a Government 


‘such Governments—came 
LAMBERT said that the one} 


¢ | in it. 
bringing forward a Resolution at all by | 


| legislation. 


/Government did not take up would be 
absolutely silenced, as there would be no 


opportunity whatever of ventilating 


The 


with cast-iron notions—and there were 
in, no one 
would have a chance, except Ministers, 


: : 'of bringing in any measure, however 
should take into consideration was that | 


much the community might be interested 
He thought that the House was 
arriving at a very dangerous state of 
things, and that hon. Members did not 
quite realise their position. Parliamen- 


tary legislation was on its trial, and 


unless economic and commercial pro- 
blems, which were considered by ot her 
countries, but which were never touched 


/upon by the Government, and which 
'under the Rule before the House would 


be absolutely shut out, were given con- 
sideration, the result would be that the 
House of Commons would be turned 


| into a mere machine for voting money 


to carry on the Government. What 
was called the public mind would be 
absolutely silenced under the new Rules. 
As a Member of the House who had en- 
deavoured to fulfil his duty to the best 
of his ability, he considered the Rule 
before the House one of the most dan- 
gerous that could be introduced. It 
would stop progress, hinder development, 
silence the unofticial Member, and put 
on the Government the burden of all 
He hoped the right hon. 


Gentleman would consider the many 


weighty reasons against this proposal. 
He quite agreed that it was a non- 
political matter. It affected hon. 
Members opposite just as much as his hon. 
friends. The pendulum of politics would 
swing from one side to the other, and 
Tories or Liberals might be in office, but 
the vast majority of the people outside 
ought to be protected by the voice of the 
3C 
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unofticial Member. He would seriously 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to con- 
sider the position in which the House 
would be placed if unofticial Members 
were to be altogether silenced. The 
result would be that many hon. Members 
would remain away, as they would not 
have the smallest opportunity of voicing 
the opinions of their constituents, 
although their constituents might 
think that was due to neglect on their 
part. He could not give a silent vote 
in favour of the Amendment, because 
he had pledged himself to certain 
measures which he had promised, not 
only his constituents, but a large 
number of voters generally, to bring 
before the House; but he had had no 
opportunity whatever of doing so. 
Indeed, private Members might as well 
be in Timbuctoo for all the chance they 
had. They were sent tothe House with 
certain missions, which they were unable 
to fulfil by reason of the peculiar Rules 
by which they were governed. He 
hoped the right hor. Gentleman would 
consider the reasons which he, as a 
practical man, put before him ; and that 
private Members would be given an 
opportunity of expressing the opinions 
which they had pledged their constituents 
to bring forward. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said as far as he was 
able to understand, the position at which 
they had arrived, although it was 
rather difticult, was that all that had 
been decided up to the present was, that 
unless the House otherwise ordered, it 
was to meet every Monday, Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday at two o'clock 
in the afternoon. The Amendment, as 
he understood it, would, if carried, alter 
the Rule to read that, unless the House 
otherwise ordered, Government business 
should have precedence at every sitting 
except on Tuesdays and Wednesdays. 


Mr. CHANNING said that, with con- 
sequential Amendments, his Amendment 
would give all Tuesday to private 
Members, leaving Wednesday to the 
Government, and in that way there 
would be a continuous sitting for one 
purpose. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he assumed that 
if the Amendment were carried, the 


Mr. Field. 
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Rule would read that Government 
business should have precedence at 


every sitting except the sittings on 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Friday. The 
effect of the Amendment would be to 
restore to private Members the precise 
position they now occupied under which 
Tuesday was for private Members 
Motions, and Wednesday for private 
Members’ Bills. 


(7.45.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liver. 
pool, Scotland) said the proposal of the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment simply came to this, that instead of 
two evening sittings given for private 
business, there should be one whole 
sitting, and the point the House had to 
decide was whether it was in the interest 
of public business that private business 
should occupy one whole sitting, instead 
of two evening sittings. So far as the 
Government were concerned, if this 
Amendment was carried, their position 
would be very much the same as if 
it were rejected. The Amendment was 
in entire accord with the inner and 
secret meaning of the new Rules. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had been 
living in a political lotus land, and his 
great desire in proposing these Rules 
was to have as little business done as 
possible, and have as much leisure as 
possible. Having been in the penal 
servitude of this House for twenty 
years, the old Adam in him rose and 
cried out to him to support the right 
hon. Gentleman in these proposals, but 
he would not listen to that cry. He 
was violently and ferociously opposed to 
these proposed Rules, and he would sup 
port the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
What would happen under the Rules? 
At nine o'clock on Tuesday and Wed- 
nesday the House was called upon to 
discuss private business ; no count out 








could be moved until ten o’clock, but f 


in a large number of cases, at one 
minute past ten on those days, a count 
would be moved by some Member on 


the pounce, and the sitting would be} 


gone. 


If the object of the right hon. | 


Gentleman was to reduce private busi | 


ness in the House to a nullity and an 
absurdity, he could not have done 
worse. Every hon. Member had some 
experience of evening sittings, as they 
took place at certain times of the yeat- 
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and he asked whether, in the experience 
of the House, they were ever effective. | 
By the Amendment the Government 
lost nothing ; they lost a morning | 
sitting on Tuesday, and got an evening | 
sitting for it on Wednesday. But the 
right hon. Gentleman did not think the 
evening sitting on Wednesday was 
sufficient compensation for a morning 
sitting on Tuesday, because he thought 
the evening sitting was too small a 
thing to be taken in exchange. Either 
the evening sitting was no good at all, 
or it was an effective sitting ; if it was 
no good, it was of no use to private 
Members ; if it was an effective sitting, 
then the exchange offered was a fair 
one. No greater heresy was ever 
preached than that this House was 
merely for the purpose of discussing 
the proposals of legislation by the 
Government. During the last two | 
years, by excluding private initiative 
in the House, it had been impossible to 
discuss across the floor of the House the 
policy with regard to the subject that was 
nearest the heart of the nation. In 
the face of such a state of things as 
that, the right hon. Gentleman came | 
to the House with a suggestion which 
reduced private initiative to a mockery 
and a delusion. This assembly exercised 
a far more important function as the 
grand inquest of the nation than as 
a legislative machine. What chance 
would there be for a private Member 
to raise a question in which he was 
interested under the new Rules? He 
would, no doubt, get other Members 
also interested to support him, and then, 
at eleven o’clock, other Members would 
turn up, not having heard a word of | 
the arguments, for the express purpose 
of voting against him. Under such a 
Rule as the right hon. Gentleman 
proposed, the House would discuss 
questions on which the mind of the! 
country was fixed under conditions | 
which reduced the debate to a nullity | 
and absurdity. He seriously believed 
that if the House ceased to be the 
faithful and ever-ready echo of the 
grievances, wrongs, needs, and even | 
the passions of the country, it would 
cease to fulfil one of its greatest ard 
most important functions. It was| 
because he believed the Rules, without | 
such changes as that proposed, would | 


) 
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derogate from that great function of 
the House, that he should support his 
hon. friend. 


*(8.2.) Mr. DISRAELI said that if the 
Amendment were carried it would take 


_ the House back to exactly the same posi- 


tion as they were in a few years ago ; it 
would give Members the whole of 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 
[“No”.] He did not say that that was 
wrong, but merely that after weeks 
of discussion, by a turn of the wrist 
they were brought back to that 
position. The longer these resolutions 
were discussed, the more it appeared 
that the House was to be brought 
down to a very dull level and a most 
dreary routine. One of the principal 
charms of the House of Commons had 
been its variegated atmosphere, but 
now they were to have four days on 
end of dull routine work, and he greatly 
regretted that such a change should 
be made. 


Mr. BROADHURST said that many 
Members on that side of the House 
had been supporting the Government in 
regard to some of their proposals, ard 
in return they were entitled to receive 
some consideration. He had supported 
the Government in the last division in 
the fond and delusive hope that Fridays 
might be taken for Supply and one 
day in the week given to private 
Members. The only time left under 
the new Rule for the discussion of 
Motions would be at a late hour. when 
very few Members were present and 
all effective debate was really out of 
the question. It would be almost 


impossible for a _ private Member 
to keep a House after ten o'clock. 
Reference had been made ag to the 


necessity of there being opportunities 
for the discussion of social questions. 
The Motion on the Paper, in the name 
of the right hon. Baronet the Member 


{for the Forest of Dean, was of first- 
class importance. 
/equal importance, affecting the Army 


For a Motion of 
or the Navy, a day would be immedi- 
ately granted. The question affected 
the life savings of nearly a million 
people, and although those savings, 
involving the future welfare of the 
people and their provision for old age 
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and so on, were in danger of destruction, 
the Government would not accord an 
opportunity for the discussion of the 
matter, and if this Rule was passed 
there never would be an opportunity. 
The First Lord ought really to make 
some concession to the necessities of 
the people, 
Amendment or by reversing the decision 
just arrived at, and giving private 


Members one day in the week in ex- 


change for Friday. 


the House had already decided to give 
private Members the fag-end of the 
week for their Bills, and the present 
proposal was to give them the fag-ends 
of two intermediate days for the 
discussion of their notices of Motion 
and Resolutions. In addition to the 
disadvantage to private Members, there 
was a Parliamentary disadvantage, of 
a very serious character, involved. This 


parcelling out of days into two sittings | 


was not conducive to the efficient con- 
duct of public business. The opportunity 
of taking more than one of the two daily 
sittings for continuous debate was of 
great importance. If the time was not 
wanted, it need not be used—the closure 
would end the debate; but the oppor- 
tunity ought certainly to subsist in the 
interests of the efficient working of the 
House. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said the 
time given to private Members was 
not really so great as appeared at first 
sight. At the two evening sittings it 
was possible there might be two Motions 
for adjournment. If, however, the 
present Amendment were accepted, so 
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either by accepting the 


| Amendment would be 
*(8.9.) Mr. BLAKE pointed out that 


Rules. 


that private Members had one whole 
day, private bills would, at any rate, 
have an opportunity of being adequately 
discussed after one Motion for adjourn- 
ment had been moved. He regretted 
the mover of the Amendment had not 
explained its meaning more clearly, 
so as to have prevented certain mis- 
conceptions on the other side of the 
House. There was no wish to secure 
more than the whole of Tuesday for 
private Members, as a consequential 
moved to leave 
out Wednesday. Certainly one whole 
day would be of much more use to 
private Members than two evening 
sittings. After sittings of five and a 
half hours on Tuesdays and Wednesdays, 
Members would approach the considera- 
tion of private Members’ Bills tired and 
fagged out ; many Members would not 
come down at all, the opportunities for 
busy-bodies to move ‘‘counts” would 
be largely increased, and Bills which did 
not excite great general interest would 
be deprived of all chance of discussion 
by the House being counted out. If the 
Rule were passed, not more than three 
hours at most eould be devoted to a 
private Member’s Bill ; consequently, 
such measures as the Eight Hours Bill, 
the Pure Beer Bill, and the Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill, would 
never be able to receive that discussion 
which some Members considered ade- 
quate. He should certainly support the 
Amendment. 
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(8.16.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 149 ; Noes, 
97. (Division List No. 90.) (8.30.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bond, Edward 


Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 


sathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Bignold, Arthur 
sigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor). 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.{ Birm) 
| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore'r 
| Chapman, Edward 

Charrington, Spencer 


Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. T.(Manch’r 
Balfour Rt HonGerald W( Leeds 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Baird, John George Alexander | Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
' Brotherton, Edward Allen 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Balfour, Kenneth R (Christch | Carson, Rt, Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

| Coghill, Douglas Harry 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

' Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Fellowes, Hon. Aulwyn Eaward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon | 
Galloway, William Johnstone | 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) | 
Godson,SirAugustusF rederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.K.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G.(Midd. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hou. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashfo'd | 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 5S. W 
Hobhouse, Henry,(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Abraham, William (Rhendda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

sroadhurst, Henr 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannermann, Sir H. | 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alf:ed (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford. 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Kearley, Hudson, E, 
' Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Levy, Maurice 
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| Houston, Robert Paterson 


Hudson, George Bickersteth | 


_ Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | 
| Ritchie, Rt Hon Chas. Thomson 
| Lawson, John Grant | 


Knowles, Lees 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
er, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col.H LB(Cambs. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moore, William (Antrim, N). 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamst’ w 
Morton, Arthur H A (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Parvis,’ Robert 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick » 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sur Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 


| Hope, John Deans (Fite, West) 
| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 


Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth South), 
Norman, Henry 
Nussy, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W. 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N | 
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Randles, John S. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
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Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 


a William Edward T. 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 


| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tagyart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,J ohn Cathcart (Orkney 
Whiteley, H. (Aston und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wortley, Rt Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES, Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaugbnessy, P. J. 


| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reckitt, Harold James 


"Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 


Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 


| Tomkinson, James 
Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George(York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 


' Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES, Mr. 


Channing and Mr. Lough. 
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(9.0.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark- 
shire, Mid) moved after the word! 
“morning,” in line 6, to insert the, 
words ‘Government Bills.” He said | 
that, as matters stood, Tuesday was the 
property of the private Members, though 
the Government had the right to put 
down Government Bills, in advance, | 
in competition with private Members. | 
Under the new Rules it was proposed to 
give two evenings!to private Members 
in place of Tuesday, but upon looking 
into the Rules it was found that notices 
of Motions were, on Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays, to have precedence of Orders 
of the day, after which Government 
Bills would have precedence ; so that if 
the Government wished to cut out a 
private Member’s Bill they had only to 
put down a Government Bill in advance, 
which would take precedence after the 
notices of Motion. If the private Mem- 
bers were going to give up the whole of 
Tuesday for two evenings, those two 
evenings should be allotted entirely to 
private Members, and there should be 
no risk of the Government taking pre- 
cedence. All his Amendment suggested 
was that notices of Motions and public 
Bills other than Government measures 
should have precedence of the Orders of 


the day. He thought the Amendment 
must commend itself to the House, 
and he could see no reason why 


so reasonable an Amendment could be 
refused, although no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman would come into the House 
later, and, without having considered the 
matter at all, would reject it and put the 
Government tellers on for the division, in 
which he would vote against it. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line 6, after the word ‘Motion,’ to 
insert the words ‘and public Bills other 
than Government Bills.’”—(Mr. Caldwell/.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | 
be there inserted.”’ 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, -Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said the | 
hon. Member opposite appeared very sus- 
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friend would be quite prepared to accept 
the Amendment, and in his absence he 
should raise no objection to it. He 
therefore accepted this and the next 
Amendment standing in the name of 
the hon. Member. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment made, in line 6, by leaving 
out the words “ Orders of the Day,” and 
inserting the words “Government Busi- 
ness.”"—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said that 
many of these Rules and Orders which 
were required by certain statutes to be 
laid on the Table of the House were in 
substance legislative proposals, and 
affected private rights, but at present 
they could only be discussed after twelve 
o'clock on a Motion for an Address to the 
Crown, which was a very inconvenient 
practice. He did not say that the 
method he proposed was the very best 
for dealing with questions of that kind, 
but he did say that in some form or other 
they ought to give a little more attention 
to such important matters. Private 
Members’ evenings were already liable 
to be broken in upon by matters of 
great importance on Motions for the 
adjournment of the House, and it was 
only fair that those who desired to call 
attention to grievances from which they 
might suffer, by reason of the Rules and 
Orders, should have a:better opportunity 
than they now had of bringing them to 
the attention of the House. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 6, at the end, to insert the words, 
‘But when a Member has given notice to 
move an Address to the Crowr that a statute, 
scheme, Rule, or Order which by law is required 
to be laid upon the Table of the House may be 
rescinded, varied, or otherwise dealt with, and 
has set the same down for an evening sitting 
on whica notices of Motions have precedence 
of Orders of the day, he shall be entitled 
to precedence over other notices of Motions.’” 
—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
DILKE 


*(9.20.) Sin CHARLES 








picious of Governments generally, and his | thought that the reasons given by the 
Amendment was based on the idea that hon. Gentleman for the acceptance of the 
the present Government desired to act in Amendment were almost conclusive argi- 
a malevolent way towards all private ments for its rejection. The further cut 
Members. He thought his right hon. | into private Members’ time would be 
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another step towards the destruction of | 
the remnant of time which they got, and | 
he protested against further opportunities 
being given to rob private Members of 
their time. 


Mr. CHAPLIN considered the 
matter one of great importance, having 
regard to the manner in which the time 
of private Members would be limited, and 
he opposed the Amendment. He also 
expressed the hope that some represen- 
tative of the Government would give 
expression to the views the Government 
had upon the question. 


*Ssir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said that some of them had rather painful 
recollections of proceedings which had 
taken place after midnight, when 
discussions had arisen respecting Orders 
in Council. He thought that was the 
weakest point in our whole present 
procedure, and that the manner in which 
those discussions had been conducted had 
not contributed either to the strength or 
the credit of the House. If the Amend- 
ment were adopted, it would alleviate the 
mischief and give them an opportunity of 
thorough diseussion. It must be borne 
in mind that the number of proposals 
of that character had increased, especially 
in relation to secondary education, affect- 
ing not only the schools but also the 
universities. There was at this moment 
a most important change being made in 
Cambridge relating to the emoluments of | 
the head of one of the chief colleges. 
That was a change of an important 
character, which certainly ought to be 
open to discussion by the House if any 
Member thought it worth his while to 
introduce such a subject to their notice. 
He therefore thought the proposal of his 
hon. friend an eminently wise and sound 
one, and that it would tend to improve the | 
procedure of the House and to remove 
what he believed to be a great mischief. 


Mr. O'MARA said he trusted the 
Government would not accept the 
Amendment, and also that they would 
express their views of the situation. | 
At present there was quite enough oppor- 
tunity for discussing these questions after 
twelve o'clock, and if this Amendment 
were passed, it would only mean that it | 
would be used for the purposes of ob- 


structing private Bills. He had known | 
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' Members 


‘private Members’ evenings. 


| Table. 


| to private Members. 
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such a thing to happen before, when an in- 
offensive private Bill was only passed after 
much discussion, not because anybody 
objected to the Bill, but because they 
had great objections to the one that 
followed it. Members of the House were 
not above using their powers of obstruc- 
tion in this way, and he strongly ob- 
jected to giving them this further 
opportunity for obstructing private Bills. 


(9.30.) Mr. GRANT LAWSON said 
it appeared to him that this was very 
much a matter upon which private 
should at any rate express 
their views. It was merely a question of 
what they would do with the time on 
If they pre- 
ferred to discuss academic Motions, which 
very often led to no result, instead of 
discussing Addresses to the Crown, it was 
for Members to say. He did not think 
it was a matter on which the Government 
should take a strong line either for or 
against. As had been pointed out, if 
the Amendment were adopted it would 
be open to the opponents of a Motion to 
move an Address to the Crown on some 
of the numerous Papers lying on the 
That would be an encroachment 
on the time the Government were anxious 
to give to private Members, and there- 
fore they could not accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that so far as 
the Amendment took away from the 
time allotted to private Members, it ought 
certainly to be opposed. But there were 
other evening sittings than those allotted 
In this particular 
case, the notices of Motions would really 
be Government business, having reference 
to Government action, and there ought 
to be a reasonable time for their dlis- 
cussion between the hours of nine and 
twelve o'clock. The evenings of Tuesday 
and Wednesday, however, must be kept 
for private Members, and if these Motions 
were to be discussed, let it be on either 
Monday or Thursday. He therefore 
proposed to move an Amendment giving 
effect to that suggestion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that that would 
not be in order, as under paragraph (a) 
of the Standing Order, Government 
business was to have precedence on 
Mondays and Thursdays. 
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would not be possible to move his 
Amendment as a kind of proviso, seeing 
that these Addresses to the Crown were 
really Government business. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that para- 
graph (b) proceeded to lay down how the 
evenings which had been excepted from 
Government business were to be dealt 
with, so that the only evenings before 
the House were those of Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays. 


(9.35.) Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.) hoped the Government would accept 
the Amendment. They seemed very 
ready to accept Amendments from the 
other side of the House, but when their 


warmest supporters pressed upon them , 


the importance of accepting an Amend- 
ment of this kind, they raised objections 
to so doing. His hon. friend had had 
some experience, as a Charity Com- 
missioner, of endeavouring to force 
through schemes of which, in his heart, 
he did not approve, and he knew the 
difficulties with which private Members 
were faced in keeping a sutfticient 
number of Members in the House after 
twelve o'clock to defeat the schemes of 
his Radical colleagues. On one occasion in 
the Parliament of 1895 the Government 
Whips actually endeavoured to empty 
the House at twelve o'clock in order to 
prevent the bringing forward of a 
scandalous scheme with regard to a 
Welsh charity, in connection with which 
the Charity Commissioners experienced 
an overwhelming defeat, which he 
believed his hon. friend did not alto- 
gether regret. He could not understand 
why the Government refused to accept 
this Amendment. The hon. Member for 
Preston was not one who would in any 
way abuse the forms of the House for 
the purposes of obstruction; he had 
never known him either to propose or 
to oppose a Motion except on the highest 
grounds of publie policy. The Govern- 


ment ought really to consider their most _ 


loval and constant supporters, and not 
turn their backs on this Amendment, 
seeing they had just accepted one from 
the hon. Member for Lanarkshire. It 
was said that it would interfere with 
the opportunities of private Members 
to discuss academic Resolutions. He 


ventured to think that very little would 
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be lost to the nation by the abolition of 
the majority of the discussions which 
took place on Tuesday evenings ; the 
only object they served was to satisfy 


\the local newspaper and the particular 


Member and his supporters. ‘The House 


‘ought to assert its rights against the 


shuffling through of objectionable forms 
of legislation in the guise of schemes 
which had to lie on the Table for forty 
days. They were merely the attempts 
of Government officials — who were 
generally the enemies of all progress— 
to do by schemes what they could not 
do by legislation. He was astonished 
that the leaders of the Unionist party, 
who had some experience of the opposi- 
tion they had to meet with trom the 
permanent ofticials when they came into 
office, should deprive Members of the 


‘opportunity of criticising and upsetting 


such schemes. It would be a confession 
of weakness on the part of the Govern- 
ment to abandon them entirely to the 


/mercies of the permanent staff, by giving 


them no opportunity except after mid- 
night of discussing these matters. He 
appealed to the Government to re- 
member that there was such a thing as 
the loyalty of their supporters. which 
might be strained beyond endurance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
listened to the diatribe of his hon. friend 
with profound astonishment. He had 
never heard it put forward before as a 
principle of Parliamentary discussion 
that when an Amendment was accepted 
from one side they ought to accept one 
from the other. They must consider 
Amendments on their merits, irrespective 
of the quarter from which they came. 
For the hon. and learned Member to say 
that if they objected to this Amendment 
it was because they desired to be trampled 
on by the permanent officials, was really 
to make statements bordering on the 
grotesque. The immemorial rule of 
Parliament had been for these discussions 
to come on at the end of business. He 
did not think that was very convenient ; 
he admitted they all had to sacrifice some 
of their well-earned rest to discuss these 
schemes after twelve o’clock, but that was 
not the point. The point was whether 
they should so alter the Rules of the 
House that, for the first time, the 
privileges of private Members should be 
eaten into for the purpose of discussing 
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n of these schemes. It was desirable as far as| and he claimed that it was unnecessary, 
hich sible to preserve the two evenings | because his proposal only interfered with 


the under the Rule for private Members. The | the paper rights of private Members and 


‘isfy Government had been abused for! not with their real rights. The First 
ular diminishing therightsof private Members, | Lord of the Treasury by these Rules made 
ouse — and it was undoubtedly the case that the | certain of the time for Government 


the paper rights of private Members were! business at the beginning of the day, 
rms § largely intrenched upon by the new! but left no certainty to private Members 








mes rules, but the consideration the Govern- | for their time, and in this respect he was 
orty § ment gave for that was that they hoped like the bedfellow who complained that 
ipts § thetwo nights would not be disturbed by | the other fellow took his share of the 
rere §} Government interference. The Govern- bed out of the middle and left him to: 
ss— ment would not come down in future, as|take his share out of the two sides. 
not || they had constantly been obliged to doin As a private Member, he supported the 
hed J the past, and say they required the whole | Amendment, because it would really give 
rty, fof the time for Government business. | effect to what always was the intention 
0S1- They desired as far as possible to give of Parliament, that when a scheme was 
the private Members the full security of the .ordered to lie on the Table for forty days 
into ff proposed alterations. He did not say the there should be some reasonable oppor- 
the security was complete, nor could it be. tunity to challenge it. These schemes, 
‘ing § But to allow a new invasion of the kind referring to matters which could not 
‘lon ff suggested was surely to trench upon the wait, had a natural right to pre- 
ern- ff ancient privileges of unofficial Members | cedence over ordinary notices of Motion. 
the toa degree which the House could hardly The right hon. Gentleman admitted 
ing be asked to tolerate. The abstract that questions of this sort could only be 
nid- subjects put down for discussion upon raised after twelve o'clock. If this 
He ff those occasions often led to very little Amendment were accepted, it would 
Te- result. Perhaps they were rather empty give hon. Members facilities for challeng- 
£ as and sometimes mischievous. He should ing questions of this kind, and if the 
ich be sorry to see any greater limitation put right hon. Gentleman really wanted to 
upon those privileges than the new Rules know the opinion of private Members 
had imposed. He admitted that the Rules he ventured to say that this was a very 
ond were a great interference with the reasonable proposal to give him that 
had nominal privileges of unofficial Members, opportunity. He was aware that this 
86 but he maintained that their real course might take some time out of the 
ion privileges would be greatly extended. In discussion upon some other Motions, but 
ted the interests of the House generally, the he thought these matters ought to have. 
one Amendment, although there might be precedence. He felt a certain amount 
der much to be said for it, ought on the of diffidence in discussing this Amend- 
ive whole to be rejected. ment, because when they came back to 
me. the discussion of the sittings of the 
say |] *(9.47.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said House they might find themselves 
ent || that the First Lord of the Treasury had hampered by what they had done. 
led j[ thrown over his colleague the Under After the reception this Amendment 
lly 4] Secretary of the LocalGovernment Board, had met with from the right hon. 
the who had absolutely blest this Amend- Gentleman's colleague on the Front 
of |] ment. The criticism made by the Under Bench, he was very much surprised at 
ons | Secretarv of the Local Government Board | the. handling which he had just given 
He was that after all this was a matter to be t it. His belief was that no private 
nt = settled between private Members them-| Member would complain of Motions like 
me f selves, and he said that the Government | those to which he referred having pre- 
ese | desired to know their opinions. He left | Cedence over other Motions. He felt 
ras the impression upon the House that if Very strongly that those matters which 
ner private Members were in favour of this WeTe pressing, and which could not be 
she Amendment the Government would have | Postponed, were entitled to precedence. 
he ho opposition to offer. Now, the First 
be Lord of the Treasury had raised a very) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY hoped the 
ng srious objection to this Amendment, House would support the First Lord of 
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the Treasury and reject this Amend- private Members desired to bring before 
ment. One hon. Member opposite had the House. He entirely differed from 
accused the Government of “‘ squashing” , what had been said by the hon. Member 
private Members, and he had described for Finsbury, for he thought even those 


the process. 


If this Amendment were | academic 


discussions 


instituted by 


carried, it would not only “ squash’’ private Members were of great interest 


the 


pulverise him as well. 


periods at the end of the sittings on 


private Member, but 


Two short 


Tuesday and Wednesday certainly could 


not be described as 


affording 


full 


The House divided:—Ayes, 7; Noes, 


it would to the country generally. 


(9.58.) Question put. 


u 


facilities for the many matters which 265; (Division List No. 91.) 


AYES. 


Bowles,T.Gibson,(KingsLynn) | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Levy, Maurice 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh 0. 
aurol, Sir William — 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Jusceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds 
Baltour, Kenneth R. (Christeh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bell, Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur : 
Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bood, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotberton, Edward Allen 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Bull, William James 
Ballard, Sir Harry 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh S. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Fuller, J. 


Mr. George Whiteley. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid) | 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randall 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, Willian 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Finch, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 
| Foster, —s (Derby Co.) 
M. F. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Tomlinson and Mr. H. C. 
Richards. 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gore, Hv.G. R.C.Ormsby (Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb'ry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hammond, John . 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert Wm 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAs iford 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Higgingbottom, 5. W. : 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Holland, William Henry | 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, John Grant | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants,Fareham 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
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Long, 
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Loyd, 
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Maje 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 

Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lea, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B.(Cambs 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M’Kean, John 

Mkillop, James (Stirlingshire 
MKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(W’Ithamstow 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South). 
Norman, Henry 

Nus-ey, Thomas Willans 
OBrien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny. ) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, x) 
Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


*(10.10.) Mr. 


as an 


DISRAELI 


Amendment . the 


{8 APRIL 1902} 


, O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O’Kelly,James( RoscommonN. 

| O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 

| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col, Richard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Kobert 
Randles, John S. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, James (Greenock. ) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robinson, Broeke 
found, James 

| Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,H C(North’mb,Tyn’side 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


moved 
omission 
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Spear, John Ward 


| Spencer, Rt HnC. K( Northants 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-undLyne 
Whitaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-) Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Jonh (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd. Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Wa!rond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


made other hon. Members on that side 
of the House than himself feel with the 
bitterness about 


these Rules. 





ot Sub-section C, which gave Govern- 
ment business precedence after Easter 
at the evening sittings on Tuesday. 
Of the proposals which had been 
brought before the Housein regard 
to the Rules, this was the one which 
alter all affected more fully than any of 
the others the procedure in relation to 
the time of private Members. The pro- 
posal was that after Easter the time of 
the House should fall automatically into 
the hands of the Government without 
their asking the House in the ancient 
and constitutional way for the time, and 
getting it in the usual manner by a 
majority. A Motion for this purpose 
had always been the vehicle by which 
the Government had been enabled to 
state their plans and answer the ques- 
tions of Members before the time was 
given up to them. It was proposals 
such as these that made them feel the 
Leader of the House was treating the 
House with callous indifference, which 


greatest 
This Rule ought not to be 
the House ought to keep its con- 
trol upon the Ministry. One after 
the other these Rules tended to the 
exaltation of the Executive at the 
expense of the Members of the House. 
The Rule now proposed placed the 
Executive in the position of being able 
to take the whole time of the House 
without offering any reasons for doing 
so. He ventured to think that that was 
a most unconstitutional position for any 
Government to take or for the House 
to allow itself to be placed in. 


passed ; 


Amendment proposed— 
* To leave out lines 7 and 8.” —(VW/>r. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 


'* After’ stand part of the Question.” 


(10.15.) Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER 
or WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovatas, Kent, 
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St. Augustine’s) said he did not think 
his hon. friend had made out any case 
for the omission of this sub-section. It 
was not a new proposal, because it had 
been the practice of the Government 
for many years past to take the greater 
portion of the time for Government 
business at a late period of the session. 
He did not think that on that. balance 
private Members had anything to 
complain of. Under the Rules which 
the Government were now proposing 
private Members would have greater 
certainty as to their time during the 
session than they had hitherto had. He 
was sorry the Government could not 
see their way to accept the Amendment 
of hishon. friend. He did not think the 
hon. Member was serious in bringing it 
forward. 


New Procedure 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said that it must be remembered 
that Easter was a movable feast, and 
if the House met comparatively late 
in a year when Easter fell early, priva’e 
Members’ time would be cramped into 
the smallest possible space, and if this 
Rule were adopted, there would be no 
opportunity in the future of criticising 
the use which the Executivehad made of 
the time the House had already placed 
at their disposal. They all knew that 
hitherto grievances had been ventilated 
and criticism passed on the conduct of 
public business when the Government 
asked for additional time, and it seemed to 
him that this was an unreasonable propo- 
sition to place before the House. He was 


bound to say that while he had steadily | 


supported the Government on _ these 
Rules he could not remove from his mind 
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| (10.20.) Mr. LAMBERT said he 
should feel bound to support the hon, 
' Gentleman in his endeavour to curb the 
Government in seizing the time of private 
| Members ; and he was very glad to hear 
hon. Members opposite were waking up 
| to a realisation of the fact that they were 
parting with their ancient privileges, 
'He did not think that any reasonable 
'man in the House would say that three 
nights before Easter and two nights after 
Easter were more than sufficient for the 
'ventilation of grievances by private 
| Members or the initiation of legislation. 
The discussions on these occasions were 
not always academic and many useful 
measures had been passed by the lead of 
private Members. 


Mr. CALDWELL supported the 
Amendment because it would com- 
pel the Government, if they wished 
to take the Tuesday evenings be- 
tween Easter and Whitsun, to 
come to the House and satisfy it that 
that time was required in the interests 
of the country. What hardship was 
there in that? For everybody knew 
that the Government never had any 
difficulty in carrying a Motion of that 
kind. If this new Rule were passed, and 
the House did not meet until the middle 
of February the Government might take 
away nearly half the private Members’ 
time before Easter. The House would 
do well, he thought, to give effect to 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Altrincham, leaving it on the Standing 
Orders that Tuesday was a_ private 
Members’ night, and that if the Govern- 
ment wished to appropriate it they must 
show cause. 


the uneasy feeling that this proposal would | 


put the House into bondage, and hand it | 


over body and soul to the Executive of the 
day. Theright hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House,inintroducing the new Rules 
asked his supporters to treat them as 
though they were sitting on the left of 
th: Speaker. He had been looking at this 


Resolution from that point of view, and | 


he asked what would be their position 
when another Executive was in office 
making use of the fetters with which 
they were asked that day to bind the 
House. If the Amendment went to a 
division he should feel compelled to 
vote for it. 


Mr Akers Douglas. 


*(10.25.) Sir J. FERGUSSON (Mar 
chester, N.E.) said that some hon 
Members seemed to forget what the 
chief reason was for the alteration in 
the Rules of the House. It was that 
excessive discussions prevented the pro- 
gress of public business and the whole 
country had wondered that Parliament 
had not reformed its procedure long ago. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
| said that the Government could get the 
‘time for their business if they showed 
‘cause, but the hon. Member knew that 
/when the Government made such a 


demand half an evening or more was 
‘ 
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wasted in threshing out subjects already | the First Lord of the Treasury, said that 
settled, and so much of the time gained | a private Member would, under the new 
by the demand the Government had | scheme, be safeguarded in a way which 
made was lost in useless discussion. He | did not now exist. Did anyone ever hear 
ventured to think that hon. Members! such nonsense? Why, when the First 
were bound to make some sacrifice in| Lord of the Treasury made that state- 
the public interest and it was primarily | ment, he, being a man possesed of a sense 
expedient that their discussions should of honour, had no sooner made it, than 
be shortened. He was sorry that the he began to laugh at it himself, because 
hon. Member for Altrincham, in moving having referred to the securities to be 
his Amendment, had thought it necessary | givento private Members, he immediately 
to charge the First Lord of the Treasury added “‘for what they are worth.” 
with callous indifference to the feelings Borrowing the now historic phraseology 
of the private Member. There never | of the Lord Chancellor, who described 
was an accusation less deserved, for he the war which was costing many valu- 
maintained that the First Lord of the able lives every week “ as a sort of war,” 
Treasury had shown the utmost con-| the right hon. Gentleman now spoke of 
sideration for the opinions of Members. | the sateguards of private Members “ for 
Indeed, if any charge could be laid | what theyare worth.” They were worth 
against him, it might be that the right absolutely nothing. The hon. Member 
hon. Gentleman had shown himself for North West Ham _ very properly 
somewhat irresolute in his desire to | appealed to Members on his own side to 
meet their wishes. By the scheme remember that a Conservative Govern- 
before the House, one evening would be ment would not always exist. There 
left for private Members’ Motions, and if were such things as Liberal administra- 
hon. Members had matters to bring tions who desired to pass a grat deal of 
forward which were exciting great legislation, and he ventured to say that 
public interest they might do so by Members of the House would live to see 
coming down to the House after the day when a Liberal Government 
enjoying an hour and a half for dinner. would attempt to pass measures which 
By the proposals of the Government, hon. Gentlemen opposite would consider 
private Members would have, after agatnst the institutions of the country. 
Easter, twodays a week for submitting What would happen? Hon. Gentlemen 
Motions and having Bills discussed. If| need not wait to know. Under the 
they were in earnest in reforming the Standing Order as it was, Tuesdays 
proceedure of the House, he ventured to belonged to private Members. During 
think that the passing of these Resolu- the present session not a Tuesday had 
tions would relieve them from reproaches been given to private Members, except a 
which had been cast upon them. miserable rag of an evening which was 
got by the accidental fact that the 

(10.32.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said Government had discharged all its 
that if the right hon. Baronet was of business sooner than was expected, and 
opinion that the new Rules were going 8° impressed was the House, that hon. 
to seriously accelerate the work of the, Members celebrated the occasion by 
House, he was living in a fools’ paradise. defeating the Government. Although 
He would call the right hon. Baronet’s Tuesdays belonged to private Members, 
attention to the fact that he had expressed | "Ot @ single Tuesday, except the miser- 
an opinion entirely at variance with that | able rag he had mentioned, had 
expressed by the First Lord of the. been given to them during the present 
Treasury, because the First Lord of the | S°Ssion. Yet the memories of hon. 
Treasury very wisely said that he did | Members were so short that they actually 
not look to these Rules to accelerate | believed, in spite of the First Lord of the 
business, or to put down the Parliamen- | Treasury having spoken with his tongue 
tary offence of obstruction. Therefore, | ‘9 his cheek, that the new Rule would be 
he did not think the right hon. Baronet | * solemn covenant and ordinance which 
was entitled to bring that forward as a| ° Government would ever dare to 
srious argument. The right hon. | depart from. Even in the very next 
Baronet, repeating another statement of | session, if the First Lord was in his 








1335 New Procedure 
present position, it was quite possible, 
nay, it was quite probable, that the very 
first thing he would do, owing to exi- 
gencies of getting money or carrying on 
the war, would be to take away at the 
beginning of the session these sacred and 
indestructible two evenings in the week 
which he now declared were as sacred as 
Magna Charta. They knew these two 
evenings would be taken away by the 
Government if they wanted them. 
Tuesdays were taken away during the 
present session, but they were taken 
away by Resolution. What did the First 
Lord now propose ? He would ask hon. 


Members to project their minds to next | 


session. Next session the First Lord 
might ask the House for Tuesdays and 
Wednesdays before Easter. After Easter 
he would get Tuesdays automatically, 
without even asking for them. The hon. 
Member for North West Ham very 
properly pointed out that Easter was a 
movable feast. He did not profess to be 
able to tell what the periods were within 
which the feast could be moved. That 
was a theological question, which no one 
except the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich could solve. He would ex- 
press no opinion on it, except to say that 
he thought Easter Sunday might come 
a fortnight, three weeks, or four weeks 
earlier one year than in another. The 
House might meet in February, and 
Easter Sunday might be towards the end 
of March, so that private Members would 
only have three or four Tuesdays alto- 
gether before Easter; and after Easter, 
Tuesdays would fall to the Government 
automatically. He should be sorry to 
accuse the First Lord of callous in- 
difference to the feelings of anybody. 
He was sure he would not show callous in- 
difference even to the feelings of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, though he 
oceasionally must feel restless under the 


scourge of that very keen Parliamentary | 


satirist. But he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman showed a _ great deal of 
callousness to the rights of private 
Members. 
He was perfectly sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman was convinced that there 
was no such absurdity as a_ private 
Members’ Motion. That was the natural, 
traditional, and inevitable feeling of the 
official mind, whether Liberal or Con- 
servative. Therefore, the right hon. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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Gentleman was not concerned when he 
was told that he was interfering with 
the rights of private Members. ‘To him 
that was another way of putting down 
a nuisance; but private Members who 
thought of something else than pass. 
‘ing Government measures with the 
| greatest rapidity thought it worth 
| while to fight for their rights, and he 
\thought the Party opposite would be 
forgetful of some of their best traditions 
if they allowed the Government to de 
| prive the House of the remaining right 
of private Members. 


(10.44.) Mr. CHAPLIN said that he 
for one would support the Amendmenton 
thegroundthat the proposal of the Govern- 
ment was another attack. on the few 
remaining rights and privileges leit to 
private Members. He thought that the 
division which had been taken earlier in 
the evening showed that private Members 
were beginning to realise the serious 
position in which they would be here- 
after placed if these Rules were carried 
in the form in which they stood on the 
Paper. If private Members, like the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
North-East Manchester, were inclined 
to throw their rights away, why then 
there was an end of the matter. But 
he did not wish to see private Members 
deprived of their rights, and it was for 
that reason that he would most earnestly 
press on hon. Members to seriously 
consider, before they fettered them- 
selves, whether the proposal as it stood 
should be accepted. The right hon. 
Baronet gave as a reason for supporting 
the proposal, the serious character of the 
obstruction which had prevailed in this 
House for many years, and with refer- 
ence to which the whole country was 
wondering why no effective steps had 
hitherto been taken by the House 
itself. But the right hon. Baronet was 
reminded by the hon. Member who had 
just spoken of something which he 
appeared to have forgotten, viz., that 
the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury pointed out with 
perfect frankness that he did not claim 
for the Rules that they would put an 
end to obstruction, and that that was 
not the object with which they were put 
forward. It was idle, therefore, to speak 
of the necessity of stopping obstruction, 
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and to call on hon. Members to accept 
the proposals before the House for that 
purpose. He should be very sorry in- 
deed to support the view that his right 
hon. friend the Leader of the House had 
shown anything like callousness to the 
feelings of hon. Members. He thought 
his right hon. friend, as far as the feel- 
ings of the House were concerned, had 
done all that could be done, or could be 
expected to be done, by the Leader of 
the House. But when they came to 
consider the rights of private Members, 
he thought ‘his right hon. friend had 
shown an absolutely complete indiffer- 
ence to them, at which he was not 
surprised, because when it became a 
question of priority between the Govern- 
ment on one side and a private Member 
on the other, naturally the Government 
tried to get all they possibly could. The 
Government came iorward with those 
proposals because they wanted to get 
more time for themselves; but, on the 
other hand, private Members desired to 

tain as many of their privileges as 


they could. His right hon. friend 
the First Commissioner of Works 
said he could not believe that the 


Amendment was seriously put forward. 
For his own part, he hoped most sincerely 
that that Amendment and the next would 
be seriously pressed by private Members 
on both sides of the House with all the 
earnestness they could command. His 
right hon. friend said that the proposal 
was not new. That might be true in 
one sense, but the proposal was now to 
be carried out in a totally new way. 
Hitherto, private Members’ days could 
only be obtained by the Government 
after discussion and by the assent of the 
House, but in future the process would 
be absolutely automatic. His right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House admitted 
that what he called the paper rights of 
private Members would undoubtedly be 
largely entrenched upon by the new 
Rules, and he pointed out that there would 
be compensation in the fact that the 
Government would not, in future, take 
away the remaining rights of private 
Members. How did his right hon. friend 
know that? What guarantee could he 
give to the House of Commons upon 
that point? So long as his right hon. 
friend remained a Member of the present 
Government, he could give that assurance. 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said the right 


hon. Gentleman could not, because he 
would not be so foolish as to bind him- 
self for all the time he would be in oftice. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he understood 
that the argument of his right hon. friend 
was that the Government would not take 
away the remaining rights of private 
Members. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said that was 


a pious hope, not a pledge. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said that a statement 
made by the Leader of the House for the 
purpose of obtaining the support of his 
followers on a particular proposal should 
be considered as something more than a 
pious hope, and as a guarantee, so far 
as it could be given, for his own Govern- 
ment. Of course, his right hon. friend 
could not give a pledge as regarded 
future Governments, as no Government 
was immortal. He saw absolutely 
nothing whatever to prevent any future 
Government proposing to apply the pro- 
visions of Section D of this particular 
Rule to Easter instead of to Whitsuntide 
if they thought their necessities required 
it. He would give the House one little 
illustration from his own personal ex- 
perience last session of the difficuities in 
which private Members would be placed. 
He was interested in a little Bill called 
the Beer Bill. For nearly the whole 
of the session, he was sorry to say, he 
felt it his duty to be continually pestering 
his right hon. friend and asking him to 
give facilities to get that Bill to a Grand 
Committee. Those facilities were re- 
fused and refused, until at last he thought 
to himself that the time had come when 
really something should be done. He 
consulted his friends and hon. Members 
who were in favour of the Bill, and be- 
fore the day came on which the Govern- 
ment intended to ask for all the days after 
Whitsuntide, he issued a rather strong 
whip to his friends and to the supporters 
of the Bill asking them to refuse to con- 
sent to the Motion of the Government 
unless a distinct promise were made in 
the direction he desired. He was glad 
to say he was successful so far as the 
Government was concerned, but he did 
not think he would have got what he did 
if he had not secured the support of a 
number of Gentlemen on that occasion 
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That would be impossible in the future if | he did not think it was desirable, whether Tri 
the proposal before the House were ac- | the Government belonged to one party or Tul 
cepted. It was really nothing more nor | to the other, that the initiation of all bs 
less than an additional attack on private | business and of all legislation should rest Wa 
Members and a further curtailment of , in the hands of the Government and the W: 
their rights. As he had already said, it; Government alone. It was because he Wi 
rested entirely with private Members to held those views most strongly that he Lal 
say whether or not they would assent to would warmly support his hon. friend if Ab 
the change being made. If they did , he went to a division. ‘Ab 
assent, he personally would very much | All 
regret it in the interests of the House of — (10.55.) Question put. All 
Commons itself, as well as in the interests | Po 
of private Members, and he also believed | The House divided :—Ayes, 182 ; Noes, ‘Au 
in the best interests of the country, for' 130. (Division List No. 92.) Bar 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,J ohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Whiteley,H (Ashton und.Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 





Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) | 
Brigg, John | 
Broadhurst, vom: J 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland. 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, R ichard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford | 


| M‘Crae, ¢ 
| M‘Kean, John 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson. Todd,Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath | 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wi ortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas | 


NOES. 


| Furness, Sir Christopher 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) | 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hammond, John | 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 


Holland, William Henry 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 


| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
reorge 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J 

Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert yao tee 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


; O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, W illiam 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
| Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. . A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


| Bedell, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John 


. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Robson, te a Snowdon 
| Russell, T. 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnC.R. (Northants 


, Strachey, Sir Edward 


Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(G’amorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Wallace, Robert 


| Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
| Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Disraeli and Mr. 
Ernest Gray. 





*(11.8.) Mr.GIBSON BOWLES moved 
to omit paragraph (d). Under the Stand- 
ing Orders the Government were entitled 
to” only four-tenths of the time of the 
House, while as a matter of fact they 
always obtained nine-tenths of it. But 
how did they get it? By permission of 
the House, after coming down, making 
the request, and making out a case. 
There had always been periods when the 
Government required time beyond that 
given by the Standing Order, but it had 
been necessary that the Government 
should show that the business they had 
to do was more than could be dealt with 
in the time allotted. That Standing | 
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Order had never been an impediment to 
any Government getting the time they 
wanzed. The question the House had 
now to consider was whether they should 
release, not this Government alone, but all 
Governments for ever, from the necessity 
of making out a case for taking the whole 
of private Members’ time. Whether the 
power given by paragraph (d) was con- 
ferred or not, the Government would 
always be able to get the time they 
required. The very first line of the Rule 
showed that it was contemplated that on 
any emergency they should come down 
and ask for the time. That was quite 
reasonable, and the whole of his conten- 
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tion was that the House should keep its 
ancient rights over its own business, that 
it should not hand those rights over to 
the Government by Rules such as that 
now proposed, by which hard and fast 
lines were laid down as to what should 
be done before and after Easter, and 
before and after Whitsuntide. The Rule 
had no elasticity ; it left no power.in the 
hands of the House. The House would 
have no contro! over its own business, 
but would become little more than a mere 
registering machine for saying “ Aye” or 
“No,” according to the dictates of the 
Government of the day 

Amendment proposed— 

**In line 9, to leave out paragraph (:) 
‘After Whitsuntide, Government business 
shall have precedence at all evening sittings, 
and at all Friday sittings except the sittings 
on the third and fourth Fridays after Whit 
Sunday.’ ”—(Wr. Gibson Bowles.) 

Question proposed—“ That the first 
word ‘ after ’ stand part of the Question.’ 

Mr. CHANNING cordially supported 
the Amendment. He welcomed it the 
more because it raised a wider question 
than that involved in the Amendment 
he himself had on the Paper. Every 
Member who had been in the House 
during the last seven years could recall 
many instances in which the discussion 
of the position of public business had 
been a real benefit to the whole House, 
and even to the Government itself. 
Amongst others, mention might be made 
of the Education Bill of 1896, when such 
discussions had been of real and essential 
yalue to the House in asserting its right 
and in helping or checking the Govern- 
ment, where check was necessary. He 
had been present at most of those 
discussions for the last fifteen years, and 
none of them ever went to any serious 
length, and those questions had usually 
been disposed of after one or two hours 
discussion. Those opportunities had 
hitherto been employed in useful criticism 
of public business, in checking mis- 
management and directing the channel 
of public affairs in an effective manner. 
He thought hon. Members ought to 
safeguard the right of the House to take 
its share in the conduct of public 
business. 

*Mr. DISRAELI contended that if the 
Government wanted more time, they 
ought to take it in a constitutional 
manner. At a certain period of the 

Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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they always had what was 
known as ‘‘the massacre of the inno- 
cents,’ which was followed by an 
explanation o! what the Government 
intended to do. He held that this course 
was necessary and was not a waste of 
time. His right hon. friend the Member 
for North-East Manchester was very 
severe upon him for saying that the First 
Lord of the Treasury had abused the 
feelings of the House with callous in- 
difference, but what he meant was that 
the right hon. Gentleman had abused 
and forgotten the traditions and history 
of the House, which were the property 
of every Member. He should certainly 
support this Amendment if it went to a 
division, because he believed that such 
discussions were a distinct advantage. 


session 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that it was in the general interest of the 
House to leave this time to private 
Members. The settled policy of the 
Government seemed to be to take the 
time of the House from unofficial 
Members. If hon. Members would 
enquire, they would soon find how many 
useful things had been passed and 
initiated by private Members. He might 
mention in this connection the Fair 
Wages Resolution. 


(11.20.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 
thought that some Minister ought to get 
up and say a few words upon this very 
drastic change. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had stated that no case had been 
made out for the Amendment, but it was 
the duty of the Government to make 
out a better case for their proposal. A 
very great principle was involved in the 
present Amendment, and this was a 
debate in which they were fixing an 
important Standing Order of the House 
under which they would work perpetu- 
ally. He agreed with what had _ been 
said by the hon. Member opposite in 
regard to ‘‘the massacre of the inno- 
cents.’ The Government had got all the 
time they could get, and there was no 
reason why they should waste time 
explaining measures which could not be 
proceeded with. This was a question 
which involved the principle of the 
control of the House over the Ministry, 
andthe Ministry should not forget that 
they were still the servants of the House. 
He was quite willing to accept a 
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compromise upon this matter, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
consider whether it was not possible for 
him to get at least one of the proposals 
contained in the Amendment. He ap- 
pealed to the Government to make some 
defence of the very strong position thev 
were taking up. 


(11.25.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY agreed 
with the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for North-East Manchester in his state- 
ment that the public took a keen interest 
in the procedure of the House. One thing 
which he found very keenly commented 
upon outside was in reference to Bills 
vhich had reached the Third Reading, 
and had passed all but the Third Read- 
ing at a certain stage of the session. 
When that stage was reached, the Rules 
of the House prevented the measure 
heing-taken, and he had heard this 
Rule described outside as idiotic. in the 
nast, when the Government came to ask 
tor the whole time of the House at 
Whitsuntide, it was generally possible to 
argain with them for 
ertain private Members’ bills. 
this n-w Rule the Government would be 
relieved of all such responsibility. A Bill 
aight have passed its Second Reading, 
nd be merely awaiting the Third Read- 
ag, and the measure might be lost alto- 
gether simply opportunity 
ould be found for bringing it forward. 
Che public were keenly interested in 
private Bills, and, while it might be per- 
tectly true that a large number of Motions 
vere a waste of time, it was equally true 
that a few important measures had cer- 
iinly originated with private Members, 
some of which had afterwards beentaken 
up by the Government, who generally 
got the whole of the glory for such legis- 
lation. Those opportunities were likely 
to disappear now, for such legislation 
would be crushed by a Standing Order 
which had no elasticity, and such a 
Standing Order was not fitted to modern 
requirements. It was because he could 
not contemplate with equanimity Stand- 
ing Orders which were so rigid, and 
which were not adaptable to any change 
in circumstances, year by year, that he 
was opposed to this proposal. His op- 
position was not raised in a spirit of 
obstruction, but simply because he was 
atraid the proposal which had been put 
forward would not make for the progress 
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of public business, and would arouse 
irritation amongst various classes of the 
community, who were deeply interested 
in measures which the Government 
might not think fit to take up. 


(11.30.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said 
that the fears entertained by his hon. 
triend were wholly illusory. The hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that by the 
Standing Orders proposed the Govern- 
ment were destroying the possibility of 
starring private Members’ Bills, or of 
giving such facilities as were given last 
vear to the Children’s Bill. There was 
no basis whatever for those fears. ‘The 
action taken by the Government in this 
matter was not prompted by that idea, 


and the hon. Gentleman was wrong 
in his recollection of what actually 
took place at the end of the session. 
He seemed to suppose that “the 


inassacre of the innocents” took place 
upon a demand of the time of the House, 
which would be reinoved by this proposal. 
Never on that oecasion had he made 


what was called an announcement of the 
policy the Government in regard to 


That had always 
reserved for a far later period of 
the session. It was a very paintul opera- 
tion, buc he was afraid it would have to 
be done under the new Rules as under 
the old Rules. That was the occasion 
which was usually chosen by successive 
Governments for announcing the course 
to be pursued with regard to Bills which 
had been brought before the House. The 
object of this portion of the Standing 
Orders, as of other portions, was to en- 
deavour to do two things—to bring the 
Standing Orders of the House into some 
conformity with the unvarying practice 
of the House, and to so arrange the 
Standing Order that more of the rights 
of private Members should be preserved 
than had been or could be preserved 
under the existing svstem. He did not 
go into the second of these topics now, 
for that was more appropriate to the 
earlier clauses of the Standing Order 
which had already been passed. The 
rights of private Members were in 
abeyance at this moment, they were in 
abeyance last session, and also at the 
time when hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
in office. Never after Whitsuntide, 
except in connection with two or three 
Wednesdays, had any Government found 


the dropping of Bills 
heen 
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it possible to give privileges to private 
Members’ Bills, nor in his opinion was it 
desirable that this should be done. If 
the work of the session could be got 
through in a short time, let them, in 
heaven's name, adjourn early, and not be 
carrying on after Whitsuntide discus- 
sions of private Bills, which from the 
nature of the case, sofar as the Bills 
were concerned, could not come to any 
fruition in the course of that session. 
He did not admire, as some hon. Gentle- 
men appeared to admire, the debates 
that had taken place on the de- 
mand of successive Governments for 
the time of the House. He thought 
they were extremely fruitless, monoton- 
ous, and barren of new ideas or useful 
criticism. He thought the time occupied 
on them was wholly wasted. He sub- 
mitted that those who talked so glibly 
of the dignity of the House showed in 
this case a somewhat faint regard for it, 
because surely it could not be for the 
dignity of the House that they should 
keep upon their Standing Orders Rules 
which in the memory of every man 
in the House had never once been 
regarded or left unmodified in any 
session. They should make the Standing 
Orders of the House conform with the 
practice. 

(11.36.) Mr. CHAPLIN said that after 
the refusal of the last Amendment this 
Amendment was more than ever 
necessary: The practice of which his 
right hon. friend spoke was comparatively 
quite a modern practice. If he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman aright, 
he said that not in the memory of any 
man in the House had any Government 
allowed private Members to interfere 
with the right of the Government to take 
the time of the House after Whitsuntide. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said that a 
session had never passed in the memory 
of any man in which the amount of 
time given by the Standing Orders to 
private Members had not been modified. 

Mr. CHAPLIN did not think his right 
hon. friend was right even in that. 
Certainly in the earlier sessions in his 
own experience the rights of private 
Members were not interfered with, and 
the attempts which were now made to 
rob them of these rights would not have 
heen submitted to. He utterly denied 
that in the earlier days of his experience 

Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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of the House there was anything 
approaching to the practice which his 
right hon. friend now said was invariable. 
It had only grown up in modern days. He 
should certainly support the Amendment. 

(11.40.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR 
thought the Leader of the House was 
not entirely mindful even of the 
history of his own Parliamentary 
lifetime, when he described these dis- 
cussions as quite fruitless. Such Motions 
gave to the Opposition a desirable 
opportunity of criticising the use the 
Government had made of their time, 
and the power of calling the Govern- 
ment to account for the conduct of 
the business of the Departments. The 
whole bent of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s mind was that all criticism of the 
Government was futile. He took the 
opposite view. What happened when 
the Motion to appropriate private 
Members’ time was before the House?! 
It was true that the Motion was always 
carried, but the discussion gave the 
opponents of the Government a desir- 
able opportunity for criticising the 
action of the Government. The more 
frequently the House could bring the 
Government to account, the better 
chance there was that the : ffairs of the 
Empire would be properly conducted. 
In a democratic assembly like this, they 
ought to have every opportunity for 
bringing the action of administrative 
Departments before the attention of the 
House. He instanced the debate on the 
case of Miss Cass, and its result, as one 
of the greatest triumphs of that House as 
the guardian of the liberties of the 
hum blest citizen. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had not 
referred to Motions foradjournment ; the 
Cass case was raised on a Motion for the 
adjournment. 

Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said his second 
point was that the fate of the Govern- 
ment might hang in the balance on one 
of those Motions in question. They had 
had that evening a very interesting 
chapter from that volume of reminis- 
cences which he hoped the right hon. 
Member for Sleaford would some day 
give in evtenso to the world. The right 
hon. Gentleman wanted a particular 
Bill to be brought before the House on 
a particular day, and he showed how he 
got that opportunity for discussing his 
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Bill by bringing pressure to bear on the | He saw the noble Lord the Member for 
Government, and by proving that there | Greenwich and the hon. Member for 


was a sufficiently large number of Mem- 
bers of the House who would support 


the Bill and were anxious for its discus-| leaders of the House. 
sion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the Child Messenger Bill, but | 
he himself maintained that some of the | 
| only the humble slave and follower of the 


most useful legislation passed by the 


House had been brought in by private | 


Members. He himself had been able to 
pass the Labourers’ Dwellings Act for 
{reland, which had covered that country 
with proper sanitary cottages instead of 
dog hovels. Then the hon. Member for 
South Shields had been able to pass a 
Bill which had revolutionised the posi- 
tion of children in this country. These 
and many more Bills had become law 
because the private Members who intro- 
duced them had the support of hon. 
Members in the House and of public 
opinion outside, and so were able to 
bring pressure on the Government. If 
they removed from the Government the 
necessity of coming to the House to get 
the time of the House, they, therefore, 
deprived a Member, however backed up 
by public opinion, of the opportunity of 
putting pressure on the Government to 
get a day for the discussion of any 
measure. One of the great faults of the 
present Rule was the omnipotence it gave 
to private Members to delay legislation. 





Mid Lanark present. These were the 
true masters of the House, the true 
The right hon. 
the First Lord of the Treasury was 
under the hallucination that he was 
the Leader of the House. Why, he was 


noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
and the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. 
That might seem a joke or a paradox, but 
everyone knew that it was perfectly 
true, and that these hon. Members were 
perfectly omnipotent over the fate of 
private Bills. The House might possibly 
sit until late in August—although he 
hoped it would not. That meant that 
for three months of the Parliamentary 
session there would not be one scrap of 
time left to the private Members ; and 
the right hon. Gentleman invited them 
to follow the example of Japanese 
politicians of old. who committed per- 
sonal suicide. He thought it was a 
marvellous thing that the right hon. the 
Leader of the House was able to propose 
a revolution of that kind on the whole 
procedure of Parliament without even 
dignifying it by raising his hat. 


(11.53.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 
118. (Division List No.93.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
vathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

jond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
drodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt.Hon. Sir EdwardH. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


AYES. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T, L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Right Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dvke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(M’ne’r 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hn.GRCOrnsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn.8. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goscken, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(W’dnesb’ry 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, Rt Hn. LordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanl’y 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry, (Somerset E. 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brights’de 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Knowles, Lees 
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Lawson, John Grant | 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. Fareh’m | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred’rick N.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie, Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 
Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney,Rt. Hn. WGEllison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Calmont, Col. H L B(Cambs. 
M‘Killop. James,(Stirlingshire | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Mildmay,Erancis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
Moore, William (Aatrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mst’w 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Phillip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William, Gateshead 
Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Slack, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

3urns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Dennis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Ftrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibls, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 


Main Question again proposed. : 


Debate arising. 


| Randles, John 8. 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Pemberton, John 8. G. | 





| Penn, John 


Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard | 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 


; 
temnant, James Farquharson | 


Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

found, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 


, Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Sandys, Lient. -Col. Thos Myles | 

Seely,Charles, Hilton(Lincoln) | 

Seely, Maj.J E B(Isleof Wight) | 

Sharpe, William EdwardT. | 

Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, A bel H.(Hertford,East) | 

Smith, HC( North’ mb Tyneside | 
NOES. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Hammond, John 

Hayden. John Patrick 

Heyne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Holland. William Henry 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E, 

Lambert, George 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell,Dr. Mark A. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 


M‘Kean, John 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


M‘Laren, Charles, Benjamin 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien. P. J. (Tipperary) 

0 ’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

(Y Dowd, John 
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Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf'd Un. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 


Whiteley, H.(Asht nund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
| Wodehouse, RtHn. E.R. (Bath) 


Wolltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major H. W. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


O’ Kelly, James( Ro<common,N 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, Jaines 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthw 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. ( Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denhighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 

Shaw. Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheenan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt. HnC R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(M’rthyr 
Thomas, J A((llamorganGower 
Tomkinson, James 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patriek (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles and 
Mr. Disraeli. 


Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavcidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BARKING GAS BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PETITIONS. 

FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Launceston 

and Albaston ; to lie upon the Table. 
HONORARY FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AND RATING BILL. 
Petition from Erith, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LICENSING BILL. | 
Petitions in favour: From Brockley - | 
Wiltshire ; Heswall ; Chatteris ; Hudders; 
field (two); Wakefield; Paddington ; | 
South East Lancashire ; Guildford ; Hoy- 


lake ; Barnstaple; London; Sheffield ; 
Lancaster (two); Middlesbrough; Old- | 
ham; Bristol; Morecambe; and Kilk- 


hampton ; to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against from Hoveringham | 
and Thurgarton ; to lie upon the Table. 
OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, for extension of | 
provisions to Scotland ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Reports, dr, 


Petition frota Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Tarbolton ; 
Fite; Cowdenbeath ; and Oakley; to lie 
upon the Table. . 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petitionsagainst: From|tchen; Middles- 
brough ; Winsford ; Congleton ; North- 
wich ; Tynemouth ; Emlyn ; Malton ; 
North of England United Coal Trade 
Association ; Wigan ; Swansea; Ryton; 
Blaydon; Mining Association of Great 
Britain ; Chester-le-Street ; and Whick- 
ham ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COUNTY COURT VALUERS (IRELAND). 


Xeturn presented relative thereto 
{ordered 18th March; Mr. Archdale] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (PRESS TELEGRAMS BE- 
TWEEN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND 
NORWAY). 

Copy presented of Agreement for the 
Exchange of Press Telegrams between 
the General Post Office of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
and the General Post Office of Norway 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND ANL WALES) 
(VISITING COMMITTEES). 

Copy presented of Draft Rule proposed 
to be made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department under the 
Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with 
respect to the constitution of the 
Visiting Committee of Brixton Prison 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


3E 
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RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


[Second Reap1n«. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*(12.10.) Mr. CHAPMAN (Cheshire, 
Hyde): In rising to move the Second 
Reading of the Rating of Machinery 
Bill I must claim the indulgence of the 
House, inasmuch as the exigencies of 
the ballot shave placed this Bill in my 
hands. I feel myself unworthy of the 
position in the presence of so many 
hon. Members who have taken up this 
question in times past, and I feel my 
inability to do justice to the subject as 
I am addressing the House for the 
first time. The practical issue is of 
great importance, and yet the subject 
is so complicated and so technical that 
I fear | cannot hope to invest it with 
anything like interest. All I can hope 
to do is to place the matter before 
you in a plain, straightforward, 
business-like speech. The Bill has been 
called a “ hardy annual,” so that it is 
difficult to say anything which has not 
been said, and better said, before. But it 
has had the support of so many Cham- 
bers of Commerce, Trades Union Con- 
gresses, and Assessment Committees, and 
is so important to the manufacturing 
industries of our country, that I hope 
its very hardihood will gain for it 
a place on the Statute-book. The 
Bill is intended clearly to define the 
law on the rating of machinery. The 
Second Reading has always been carried 
by large majorities, but, owing to the 
difficulties attending private Members’ 
legislation, it has never yet became law. 

With the permission of the House, | 
will give shortly the history of the 
Bill. In 1890 it was passed by a 
majority ot 152, but was blocked in 
Committee. In 1891 it was carried 
without a division and again blocked 


in Committee. In 1892 the Second 
Reading was moved by Mr. Gerald 


Balfvuur and carried by a majority of 
110, but further prugress was stopped 
by the Dissolution. !n, 1893 the Second 
Reading was moved by Mr. W. H. Holland 
and passed by a majerity of 153, but 
the Bill was blocked ou the Motion to 
send it to the Grand Committee on Trade. 
In 1894 the Second Re: ‘ing was carried 
by a majority of 91, byt the Bill was 
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again blocked on the Motion to refer 
it to the Grand Committee on Trade, 
In 1895 the Second Reading was carried 
by a majority of 51, and the Bill passed 
through the Grand Committee without 
alteration, but then the Government 
took the whole of the time of the 
House, and so again it was blocked, 
In 1896 the Second Reading stage was 
not reached. The Bill was not intro- 
duced since 1899, because we awaited 
the Report of the Royal Commission. 
1 may say, in passing, that that Royal 
Commission adopted our Bill en bio, 
and I shall have more to say about 
that hereafter. 

The well-known Tyne Boiler case, ja 
1886, decided that machinery was not 
rateable per sv, but certain classes of 
machinery were to be taken into account 


in estimating the rateable value of 
the building containing it. The ques- 


tion low it was to be taken into 
account has become the battle ground 
of assessment committees and manu- 
facturers. Actions at quarter sessions 
are abundant and very costly, and 
manufacturers have many times sub- 
mitted to surcharges rather than con- 
tinue the fight. The assessment com- 
mittees settle the valuations, and the 
manufacturers come before them, and, if 
noagreement is cometo, the manufacturer 
has to appeal to quarter sessions. The 
costs of these appeals are very great, but 
what is worse than that, is the fact that 
the decision of one Court of quarter 
sessions is not bindingon another. Lord 
Esher, in the Tyne boiler case in 1886, 
said, in effect that the machinery found 
on the premises, that is. on the rateable 
hereditament, for the purpose of making 
the premises fit for any particular pur- 
pose for which they were used, and was to 
be taken into account as enhancing the 
annual rental valueof the premises. He 
expressly said, however, that machinery 
was not to be rated per se, but he was 
not asked to say how the enhancement oi 
the rateable premises was to be arrived at. 
This has given rise to divergent methods 
of carrying out the judgment, causing 
much confusion and litigation. It is this 
confusion and litigation which we hope 
to put an end to by means of this Bill. 
The rating authorities have separately 
valaed the machinery, taking a_percen- 


tage on the value, and have added the 
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annual value so obtained to the annual 
rental value of the premises, and thus 
they arrive at the enhanced value of the 
buildings due to the presence of machinery 
The manufacturers contend that it was 
the suitability of the premises for the 
reception and working of machinery 
placed there by the tenant, that enhanced 
the annual value of the buildings con- 
sidered as bricks and mortar, the fact of 
the machinery being present proved the 
suitability. Quarter sessions, in deciding 
as a question of fact, the annual rental 
value of premises containing machinery, 
have substantially adopted this conten- 
tion. The two opposing methods were 
clearly set out by the Recorder of North- 
ampton. There was a factory fitted 
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with sewing machines driven by power, 
and used in the manufacture of boots. | 
The Lord Chief Justice, quoting from | 
the special case, said— 

“The appellants stated that they had taken | 
into account the tenants’ machinery so far as | 
the law allows or requires it to be considered 
as enhancing the value of the premi-es ; that 
is to say, they have taken into account the 
suitability of the premises to receive such 
machinery and the tact that such machinery 
was to be found on the premises.” 
He then said— | 

“I think that that contention of the appel- 
lants is in substantial conformity with the 
role laid down by the Court of Appeal in the 
Tyne boiler case.” 

The appeal of the manufacturers was 
allowed with costs. This is the first time 
that the issues raised by the Tyne boiler 
case have been so clearly reviewed by one 
of the superior courts, and the effect is | 
to stop the practice of Rating Authorities 
inenhancing the value of the premises | 
by making a separate valuation of the 
tenants’ machinery contained in the 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





premises. ‘The Bill is on these lines, and 
it means that any machinery or 
machines which the tenant would 


provide are not to increase the value of 
the buildings and first motive power | 
which the landlord will provide. 

What are the objections made to) 
this Bill? The first is, that it is said to 
be an attempt to shift the burden of 
taxation from one set of taxpayers to | 
another—i.e., that the great capitalists | 
will be relieved from taxation they are | 
at present paying, and that others, the | 
poorer classes, will have to bear he | 
burden, I think that is fairly put. | 
Now, we do not waut to alter the statute | 
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law ; we only desire to bring matters ,to 
that state of uniformity which prevailed 
before the varying decisions were given. 
We are not advocating the abolition of 
a tax, but it is very important that we 
should provent the smaller industries 
from being burdened and affected by 
higher taxes and rates than they have 
hitherto had to pay. I should like to 
quote here a case referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman the present Member for 
Rossendale some time ago. He said— 


“Take the case of a man, probably a fore- 
man, who has saved a little money. He and 
his friends start a small works of their own. 
He finds on a piece of land a building which 
ean be rented for next to nothing, and in that 
bui ding he places the whole of his machinery 
necessary to make the article by which he 
hopes to create a fresh industry. But if he 
has to encounter not only the expense of 
building but also the great difficulty that 
every machine he puts down will be taxed, a 
serious impediment is thrown in the way of 
his entering upon these small industries. He 
is very much hampered, and the upshot will 
be that other people under similar conditions 
will be prevented starting like industries.” 


Machinery Bill. 


We are trying to avert the burden 
which threatens to weigh on the 
smaller industries of the country. 


Large industries have been built up 
from small beginnings, and, as the 
flow of talent, energy, and enterprise 
has generally been from below upwards, I 
say that such talent, industry, and hard 
work should not be strangled by undue 
taxation at its very beginning. When 
we are taxing an industry of this kind, | 
am reminded of an old saying—* Tax 
the honey when the bees have made it, 
but do not stop the making of the 
honey by taxing the bees.” Then there 
is the objection of the agricuitural in- 
dustry. I do not see how that industry 
will be affected, except favourably, by 


this Bill. If it becomes law, surely it 
would be to the interests of the 
-agriculturist to get manufactories 


established in country districts. It 


/cannot be su at present, on account 


of the way in which the Tyne boiler 
case has been interpreted. It has an 
important bearing on the huusing ques- 
tion, also, for it’ manufactories were 
established in co’ atry places they would 
gather round them skilled artisans, 
houses would be built for them, and the 
congestion of our cities would be re- 
moved, to the ,reat advantage of the 
agricultural dir*ricts. It may be worth 


3 E 2 
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while to quote the names of a few men 
of weight who have assisted in bringing 
this Bill before the House of Commons. 
The late Pres'dent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Shaw Lefevre) I be- 
lieve voted for it; so also did Sir Henry 
Fowler, who likewise filled that office. 
The present President of the Board of 


Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour) also 
brought the Bill in and _ spoke 
at length in its favour. I say 


that no injury can be done by passing 
this Bill. It will legalise the present 
system of rating in Lancashire and the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, and it is 
necessary as a safeguard to that 
practice. The hampering of our manu- 
iacturing indusiries by interference with 
the machinery of our mills is simply a 
policy of killing the goose that lays the 
golden eggs. In these days of unlimited 
conpetition at home and abroad I think 
that every effort should be made to 
cheaper the means ot production, and 
not to restrict the quantity by vexatious 
taxation. 


I now come to what I think is the 
strongest argument in favour of the Bill, 
and that is that it isalmost a reprintof the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion on Local 1891 Taxation, presided over 
by Lord Balfour of Burleigh. We have 
adopted the very words of the Report of 
that Commission in our Bill, and I think 
no stronger argument could be put for- 
ward in support of a measure than that. 
I wil! read a very few paragraphs from 
the Commission’s Report to illustrate 
my meaning— 


“It is Leyond controversy that, in any 
amendment of the existing Jaw, the main 
object to be aimed at must be the removal of 
all uncertainty as to what kinds of machinery 
are, and what are not, to be taken into aceount 
in estimating the rateable value of factories. 
To attain tiis object by any sort of definition 
or enumeration would be wholly imprac- 
ticable. A Having regard to all the 
history and circumstances of the case, we are 
of opinion that the adoption of the proposals 
contained in the Bill introduced into the 
House of Commons in 1899, as to the elass of 
machinery which should be taken into account 
in estimating the rateable value of premises 
containing machinery, would be a fair solution 
of this difficult problem. These proposals 
exelnde the classes of machinery which, in our 
opinion, it is desirable should be exempted. 
The law as to what machinery should be 
included in the assessment of premises con- 
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uniformity in 
Committees would be secured, 
probability of litigation lessened. 

“ We therefore recommend that in estimat- 
ing the rateable value of any hereditament 
occupied for trade, business, or manufacturing 
purposes, there shall be excluded from the 
assessment any increased value arising from 
machines, tools, or appliances which are not 
fixed or are only so fixed that they can he 
removed from their place without necessitating 
the removal of any part of the hereditament. 
But the value of any machinery, machine or 
plant used in or on the hereditament for pro- 
ducing or transmitting first motive power, or 
for heating or lighting the hereditament, 
should be includea.” 


That, Sir, is our Bill. I represent 
a constituency consisting largely oi 
manufacturing towns and villages, con- 
taining much valuable machinery and 
numerous working artisans. I can only 
say that I have brought this measure 
forward at their express and _ earnest 
request, and I submit that it offers a 
fair solution to a very difficult problem. 
I beg to move the Second Reading of 
the Bill. 


and the 


*(12.30.) Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham): I have the honour 
of seconding the Motion. Unlike my 
hon. friend, I cannot myself lay claim, 
at the present time, to a mandate from 
my constituents to support this Bill. 
My constituency happens to be a great 
mining constituency, and so far as the 
mining industry is concerned, it is not 
directly affected by this Bill either one 
way or the other. My only title to 
address this House, in regard to this 
measure, is that I happen to know 
something of the difficulties under which 
the textile industries of this country 
are carried on, and I am able to assure 
the House that those industries—or at 
any rate certain branches of them — 
would be gravely imperilled by revolu- 
tionising the rating practice of the 
country in those districts. I hold that 
if a Member of this House sees as clearly 
as I do that a great danger would accrue 
to an important industry by the 
adoption, or non-adoption, of a certain 
measure, it is his duty to speak out 
and warn the House of the perils that 
may be incurred. I have further, for 
a great many years, taken considerable 
interest in this particular Bill, and, as 
the hon. Gentleman has just said, 


taining it would also be more precise ; greater | I had the honour of introducing it in 


Mr. Chapman. 


| 
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the year 1893, when it passed its Second 
Reading by the largest majority it ever 
received in Parliament. I introduced 
several deputations to members of the 


Government at that time, and the 
arguments which were then used in 


pressing it upon the President of the 
Local Government Board were, in his 
view, so strong and so irresistible that 
Sir Henry Fowler, who at that time 
filled the office, expressed himself in 
favour of the proposals contained in 
the Bill. I remember that the strongest 
arguments which were used in 
nection with those deputations came 
trom labour leaders, who in one in- 
stance represented no fewer than three- 
quarters of a million of Trades Union 
workers throughout the country. Why 
was it that those Trades Union leaders 
were SO anxious to have this Bill passed / 
lt was because they knew that there 
was an identity of interest between 
Capital and Labour on a question of 
this kind. You cannot by any action 
of the House injure Capital without 
in the long run injuring Labour, and 
it unfortunately often happens that 
instead of being a long run it is 
a very short run indeed. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down men- 
tioned that this Bill had repeatedly 
passed its Second Reading stage, and 
| hold it is somewhat humiliating that 
we should have to fight these old battles 
over and over again—that we should 
give a Bill a Second Reading, not merely 
ence or twice, but, as in this case, 
half-a-dozen times, and yet seem to 
'e making no progress whatever in legis- 
ition in that partieular direction. This 
lads me to a proposal which 1 know 
meets with cordial approval in many 
quarters of this House, viz., that it would 
be a great advantage if in our Procedure 
we could have some system of carrying 
ever Bills from one session to another 
“hich do not happen to have passed 
their Third Reading stage. or to 
hive got through both Houses of 
larliament. If we had had that carry- 
lag over principle at work, this Bill would 
have become the law of the land many 
yearsago. I know from my experience 
ot this House that it never wittingly 
inflicts injustice upon anybody. It is 
true that sometimes legislation is passed 
vhich may have that effect, but it has 


con- 
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been passed usually through inadvertence 
or because no one of sufficient authority 
had clearly pointed out what would 
be the effect of passing such legisla- 
tion. Who are more likely to know 
what the effect of this Rating ot 
Machinery Bill would be on the great 
textile industries of this country than 
those who either own the factories on the 
one hand—but I will not lay much stress 
upon them, because they will naturally 
be suspected as being by no means im- 
partial witnesses—or the men who are 
engaged in working in those industries 
day by day or who live in the immediate 
neighbourhood of the factories, as do 
the members of the various assess- 
ment committees throughout the country! 
I think it is obvious that such men must 
be better informed as to the effect ot 
legislation of this kind than those who, 
living in a remote part of the country, 
perhaps have hardly ever seen a factory 
in their lives, and if they saw one, would 
hardly be able to distinguish it from a 
lunatic asylum. The assessment com- 
mittees in the textile districts are very 
strongly in favour of this Bill. And why ? 
Obviously they would naturally be glad 
to see the rateable value of their respec- 
tive districts increase by leaps and bounds, 
for it would be likely to mean lower 
rates on individuals. But they have 
stayed their hands and have not adopted 
that system of rating which has been en- 
forced in a few parts of the country, be- 
cause their knowledge of the facts has con- 
vinced them that it would be unjust and 
even dangerous to adopt those principles, 
as their adoption would play havoc with 
the welfare and prosperity of the in- 
dustries with which they are concerned. 
We all know that when this Bill has 
been introduced in this House on previous 
occasions, the burden of nearly every 
speech delivered in opposition to it has 
been that we had better not pass the 
Bill just now, but wait until the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation has made 
its Report, and then we shall be better 
informed and better able to take some 
steps in regard to the measure—better 
able to decide whether it is a good one 
to pass, or whether it is desirable to 
reject it. I hold that no higher tribute 
could be adduced to the value of the Bill 
than the fact that it bears upon it now 
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the seal and sanction of the Royal Com- 
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mission, which has been sitting for a/| 
period of five years, which examined the | 


whoie case with the utmost minuteness, 
and which was constituted of impartial 
men of the highest eminence in different 
walks of life, not one of whom, so far as 
I know, was a manufacturer who might 


be assumed to be prejudiced in one direc- | 


tion—that of self interest. 
that the Royal Commission did? It 
recommended absolutely everything that 
the promoters of this Bill had been urg- 
ing the House to adopt whenever in 
years past they brought this measure 
forward. It declared that in the judg- 
ment of the members the Bill offered a 
fair solution of this very difficult problem. 
It declared that the Bill would make the 
law more precise than it had hitherto 
been, and that there would be less litiga- 
tion if it were passed, while there would 
also be this great concurrent advantage— 
viz., greater uniformity in the rating of 


industrial concerns throughout the 
country. If uniformity is so essential, 


it is natural to inquire whence it is to be 
derived ; is it to be derived by absorbing 
the minority in the majority, or by im- 
posing the will of the majority on the 
minority ? I fail myself to see either 
the reasonableness or the justice of revolu- 
tionising the whole rating practice of 
95 per cent. of the unions of this country 
at the bidding of only 5 per cent., 
especially as the case of the 5 per cent. 
is not altogether parallel with that of 
the other 95 per cent. The minority is 
only a small fraction, but small as that 
minority is, it is sub-divided into several 
sections. There is a wide difference 
between the practice which obtainsat 
Birmingham and that which obtains in 
other parts of the country. Are 
Lancashire and Yorkshire to be called 
upon to follow the lead of Birmingham ? 
A good many people do follow the lead 
of Birmingham nowadays, and if we 
were to ask that the textile districts 
should follow that lead on the present 
occasion, I do not think they would be 
penalised at all. I feel quite sure, indeed, 
that the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
textile factories would be advantaged 
rather than disadvantaged by the 
adoption of the Birmingham methods. 
I have made some careful calculations, 
and that is the result I have arrived at. 
If the case of Birimingham is eliminated 


Mr. Holland. 


What was it | 


_and paralysing. 
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from the minority which opposes this 


Bill, that minority is still further 
weakened, and it makes the case all the 
stronger why the enormously pre 
ponderating majority should not have 
their practice upset at the bidding of 
that small divided minority. I believe 
myself that if this Bill were passed it 
would not make one penny difference to 
me as a mill owner, but it would remove 
that element of uncertainty which is 
at present unfortunately so injurious 
I could quote many 
industrial concerns in Lancashire, and 
could, if desired, give the House figures 
in connection with the present assess- 
ments, which would’ show _ how 
enormously those assessments would 
be inereased if the practice which 
now obtains in those districts in 
regard to rating were revolutionised as 


the opponents of this Bill desire. I do 
not propose, however, to detain the 
House with these details, but I do 


maintain that this House could render 
no greater dis-service to the industri 
classes in our great manufacturing 
districts than to reject this Bill ont e 
present occasion. 


I mentioned just now some reasons 
why the Labour leaders in the textile 
districts were strongly in favour of the 
Bill, but there is another reason I did 
not mention. I do not presume, of 
course, to speak on behalf of other 
districts of which I have no imme 
diate knowledge. I prefer to con- 
fine my remarks to those districts 
with which I am well acquainted. Now, 
the Labour leaders of those districts know 
thatcapital may very easily be transferred 
from this country to other countries. 
They know that constant temptations 
are being put before manufacturers in 
this country by other nations with the 
idea of inducing the transfer of British 
capital to foreign lands. They know, | 
believe, that offers are made to British 
manufacturers of free sites in other coun- 
tries, with exemption from rating and 
taxation fora period of twenty years, and 
with the advantage of protected markets. 
These are inducements which are con- 
stantly being held out to British manufac- 
turers with the idea of persuading them 
to transfer their capital from this country. 
I am glad to say that the patriotism of 
those manufacturers has, hitherto, 
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almost uniformly withstood that strain. 
They preferred to remain in the old 
country where they have been born and 
where they have their friends. They | 
preferred to remain where they could 


Rating of 


build up British commerce and em- 
loy British labour, rather than 
sek their fortunes in a new land 


where they would have to make new 
friendships and break with old ties. 
We hear a good deal nowadays about the 
question of the immigration of pauper 
aliens, and if concurrently with that we 
are by legislation going to encourage 
the emigration of capitalist employers, 
the old country would certainly be a 
distinct loser by the change. We also 
hear a good deal about foreign competi- 
tion, and I hold that if we by withholding 
this Bill revolutionise the rating practice 
which now obtains, we shall be taking a 
step which will hopelessly handicap the 
home producer, and we shall be playing 
intothe hands of our foreign competitors. 
[am glad therefore to second the Motion 
ofmy hon. friend the Member for the 
Hyde Division of Cheshire. 


Motion made and Question proposed. 
—*That the Bill be now read a second 
time." —(.Ur. Chapman.) 


(12.45.) Str JAMES JOICEY (Dur- 
ham, Chester-le-Street): I rise to move 
that this Bill be read a second time this 
day six months. I congratulate both the 
mover and the seconder on the speeches 
they have delivered, and on the moderate 
tone they have adopted in connection 
vith this matter. For many years I 
have been a persistent opponent of this 
Bill, and I am bound to say that in my 
judgment the more people get to know » 
what it means the greater becomes the 
opposition to the measure in all parts of 
the country. This Bill has always, by 
reason of its title, given a wrong impres- 
son to the people as to its real object, 
and, although that title has on the 
present occasion been changed, and, 
ithough it is called the Rating of 
Machinery Bill, it is not as many may 
ve led to suppose, a Bill for the rating of 
machinery which has not hithertc been 
tated, but it is practically a Bill to 
*empt from rating a certain class of 
wachinery. Judging from the speeches 
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oi the two hon. Gentlemen one would | 
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imagine that there was almost complete 
friendliness on the part of all local 
authorities towards this measure. But 
only yesterday I was present at a gather- 
ing of local authorities which repre- 
sented a very large population living in 
all parts of the country and which passed 
a very strong resolution indeed against 
this measure. At that Conference there 
were representatives of thirty-one unions 
and corporations which have petitioned 
against the Bill. Thirty-four other 
unions and corporations which have also 
petitioned were not represented directly, 
while twenty-three have decided to take 
no action either one way or the other. 
Now, some very large towns were repre- 
sented at that Conference, among them 
Gateshead, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Tyne- 
mouth, Jarrow, Sheffield, Portsmouth, 
Bishop Auckland and West Ham, and 
besides the opposition on the part of 
dwellers in these various localities we have 
petitions against the Bill coming from 
the Associated Chambers of Commerce, 
from the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, and from the Durham and North- 
umberland Coal Owners’ Association, as 
well as from various Miners’ Associations. 

There has been a great deal said about 
revolutionising the system of rating. I 
protest against that. The law has been 
clear and well defined for the last two 
centuries upon this question, and the 
decision in the Tyne boiler case simply 
upheld what had always been the law 
previous to its being brought into court. 
But I am bound to say that there are 
many parts of this country which do not 
conform to the law ; that there are many 


‘rating authorities which do not recognise 


the law, and do not carry it out as we 
have done in the North of England. I 
am quite prepared to admit that the 
practice has not been uniform. But in 
the North of England we have carried 
out the law very strictly, and we have 
borrowed money on the strength of the 
existing state of the law. We look, in 
consequence, with some degree of alarm 
at any attempt to alter the law. What 
this Bill wants to do, so far as I can 
gather, is to punish those who have con- 
formed to the law and to commend 
those who have ignored it and 
failed to carry it out. As I have 
already said, there have been enormous 
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sums of money borrowed by local author- 
ities on the law as it stands. I am _ not 
going into the question of the Tyne Boiler 
ease. I[ think it is admitted that the judges 
have distinctly laid down the law, and 
those who are promoting this Bill are 


simply attempting to get that law 
altered. The judges not only maintained 


that the system of rating pursued in the 
Northern counties is correct but they 
refused to give any facilities whatever for 
changing that system. I could, if 
necessary, quote cases to show that the 
system pursued in the North of England 
of rating machinery in connection with 
hereditaments is practically nothing but 
common sense and a very proper thing to 
do. Although machinery is not rated 
per se it is in fact always rated. A mill 
has been rated as a mill for whatever 
purpose it was used, whether for the 
manufacture of flour or for the produe- 
tion of textile goods. What this Bill 
wants to do is to say that in certain 
industries, such as the textile industries, 
there is a class of machinery which must 
he exempt from taxation. I believe it is 
a fact that the borrowings of local author- 
ities at the present time represent three 
hundred millions sterling, and hence it is 
not unnatural that those concerned should 
look with alarm on this attempt to 
change the law. The authorities 
recognise that they have made bargains 
with the people from whom they have 
horrowed the money. They have given 
them a certain security which is 
based on the system of rating in vogue 
at the present time, and if you 
alter the law you compel them to break 
their bargain with the lenders of the 
money, and you reduce the value of the 
security. There are some districts which 
this Bill would very seriously affect, such 
for instance as the large manufacturing 
towns in the North of England, Sunder- 
land, South Shields, Jarrow, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne, and Gateshead, and, according 
to statements which I have received from 
these places, the passage of the Bill 
would involve an enormous addition to 
the rates, varying from 3d. to 8d. in the 
pound. When you consider that many of 
these towns are for the most part in- 
habited by artisans, I think you will 
agree with me it would be a_ very 
unreasonable thing indeed and relieve 
the large manufacturers, who are the 
employers, at the expense of the work- 
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men in the locality. It is practically 
equivalent to a reduction of their wages, 
Many men have bought their houses, 
a practice which we ought to encourage, 
and they will suffer from this increase of 
rating, while it is a well-known fact that 
rents also go up in proportion to rates. 
I was somewhat surprised to notice that 
both the mover and the seconder of this 
Bill were under the impression that it 
would only affect the textile industry. 
We have no textile industry in the North 
of England, and yet the Bill will seriously 
interfere with our rating arrangements. 
There are many other parts of England 
which will also be affected, and only 
yesterday I had put in my hands some 
figures from a London constitueney— 
West Ham—which show that there they 
have a rateable value on premises contain- 
ing machinery of £200,000, and if this 
Bill were passed that value would be 
lessened by £54,000. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey): What class of 
ma‘hinery is rated in Gateshead and 
Newcastle ? 


JAMES JOICEY: All classes of 
machinery. I am not dealing with any 
particular class of machinery. It may 
suit my hon. friends coming from the 
Lancashire district to say that a partic- 
ular class of machinery should be exempt 
while all other classes of machinery 
should pay. But why should there be 
any difference made between machinery 
permanently fixed and machinery fixed 
by means of bolts! The present law has 
always rated machinery that forms part 
of a mill or what is necessary to form 
part of a mill, or which is necessary to 
carry On any productive industry, and 
we contend that that state of the law 
should be maintained. Let me return to 
the case of West Ham. ‘The rates 
there already total 10s. 8d. in the pound. 
The reduction of rateable value by 
£54,000, which would be involved 
by the passing of this Bill, would inflict 
a loss of at least £27,000, equivalent to 
7d. in the pound on the individual rate- 
payer. In view of that, is it not extra- 
ordinary that the Bill should be pressed in 
the way it is? Reference was made by the 
mever to the fact that the Bill proceeded 
on the lines of the Report of the Royal 
Commission. Iam not one of those who 
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believe that a decision of a Royal Com- 
mission contains all the wisdom and 
should be treated as final. I have known 
many Royal Commissions that have come 
to wrong decisions and that have been 
proved to be wrong. I have known 
many, too, whose decisions have been 
ignored by this House. With regard to 
what occurred before that Royal Com- 
mission, | must say I think the local 
authorities whose interests are threatened 
by this Bill should have had the fore- 
sight to send competent experts to give 
evidence. With respect to the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission, I 
fail to see why there should be any 
distinction between machinery which is 
permanently attached to the heredita- 
ment and that which is affixed by bolts. 
We all know what skilled engineers can 
do, and you may depend upon it that if 
this Bill passes many heavy machines 
now permanently attached to heredita- 
ments will be made in such a way as to 
make it possible to bolt them down, and 
thus enable the owners to get exemption 
from rating. Nowadays people build 
houses to avoid rates and ships to avoid 
dues, and my hon. fri-nd, as a practical 
man, must know that manufacturers 
are always glad to adopt any means they 
can to avoid paying rates. The pro- 
moters of this Bill say that they want to 
produce uniformity. In my judgment, 
however, the law is perfectly clear, and 
they only want uniformity in not carry- 
ing it out. I do not believe this Bill 
would have been brought forward if it 
had not been that one o* the unions in 
the Lancashire district had employed a 
North of England valuer, who knew 
what the law was, and who, by including 
machinery in his assessments, created a 
great scare among mill-owners. 


This Bill will affect one manufacturer 
as against another. It is all very well 
for Gentlemen to say that it will not 
do any harm. As a matter of fact, it 
will take away a large slice of rateable 
value from many of our local authorities, 
and place an increased rate upon the 
remaining rateable property. Who is to 
pay that increased rate? The other 
ratepayers. You are simply relieving 
one class of ratepayers at the expense of 
the rest. 


With regard to this Reyal Commission, 
there are many rec ommendations. The 
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Commission was intended to deal with 
not only the rating of machinery, but the 
whole question of local taxation. — ! 
protest against a measure being brought 
forward to deal with only a small part of 
the recommendation of that Commission, 
leaving the others to be dealt with or not, 
as the Government decides. The Govern- 
ment in the King’s Speech gave a distinct 
pledge to improve the system of valua- 
tion. This Bill directly affects the 
system of valuation, and the Government 
have no right to support the measure. 

What they ought to do is to bring in a 
Bill of their own, dealing with the whole 
of the subjects brought within the pur 

view of the Local Taxation Commission. 
That would undoubtedly be a large 
Bill, as the question of rating is very 
intricate, complicated, and difficult. But 
L object to this patchwork sort of 
legislation ; it will create much greater 
difficulty than we are now in, and 
set up greater anomalies than at present 
exist. Instead of uniformity being 
greater than in the past, it will be 
much less. | represent an important 
district in my part of the country, and 


I feel sure there is a_ practically 
unanimous feeling in the North of 
England against this measure. [‘* No.”’| 


Of course, there is no part of the 
country perfectly unanimous, but there 
is as great a unanimity in the North of 
England against this Bill as vou can 
get on any question. I think the 
measure ought to be opposed by the 
Government until we have an op- 
portunity of dealing with the whole 
question of local taxation, and I beg to 
move that the Bill be read a second 
time this day six months. 


*(1.5.) Mr. CRAWFORD SMITH 
} me Moor SOY Tyneside): In rising 
to second the rejection of this Bill, | 
wish to speak from the point of view 
of one who represents a constituency 


in the North-East of England. Many 
of the authorities there are strongly 
against this Bill passing into law. The 


hon. Member who seconded the Bill 
spoke about the revolution it would 
effect. It will indeed be a revolution, 
but from another point of view. If this 
Bill passes, he personally will not 
be affected in any way, so far as his 
rating is concerned, but in our district 
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all the authorities will have their rating | 
values soreduced that the extra amount 
to be paid by the other ratepayers will 
vary from 3d. to 6d. in the pound. 


I may, perhaps, go back to the question 
of who is this rating authority. I 
happen to have been chairman of the 
Assessment Committee of a very large 
union for several years. The rating 
authority from which the valuers come is, 
of course, the poor law union, who 
relegate to a Committee of the union 
the power to assess property. Naturally, 
members of a Board of Guardians are | 
to a large extent chosen from those who 
have little time to give to looking after 
the valuation of property, so we have 
to appoint expert valuers to go round 
to the different workshops and value 
the machinery in operation. In Lanca- 
shire we have heard that machinery 
has been exempt from valuation in the 
past, but in our district all machinery 
has been taken into account. Naturally, 
we have very many appeals when new 
machinery has been placed in the 
works. The present law is in a chaotic 
condition. I am glad the hon. Member 
who moved the rejection of the Bill 
has taken into consideration the pledge 
of the Government to bring in a Bill to 
improve the law of valuation. There 
is no more thankless task a man can 
have than that of sitting upon the 
Assessment Committee of a Poor Law 
Union. He has claims made upon him 
by personal friends ; he has all kinds of 
deputations waiting upon him; and, 
although there are many cases which 
go to quarter sessions to be tried, there 
are very many who come before the 
Assessment Committee, in which a 
compromise has to be made. What we 
want from the Government is a definite 
Bill, laving down the law in reference to 
valuations. 

The promoters of the Bill say 
that all machines which are fixtures 
should be rated, and that all machines | 
which are not fixtures should be 
free from taxation. In our district, 
we have hundreds of thousands of 
pounds worth of machinery, a large 
proportion of which is not fixed. As 
I understand the law, all machinery 
can be taxed. [‘No.”] If this Bill 
is carried, we shall have a large pro- 
portion of our machinery taken out of | 
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our rateable value, and we have to 
consider upon whom this burden will 
fall. The money must be procured 
from somewhere, and, in our district 
especially, where we have large numbers 
of the population living in small rented 


houses, if the money is not procured 


from the large manufacturers, it must 
be taken from those who live in small 
rented houses. That will bea very severe 
burden to be borne by those who are 
less able to bear it than those who are 
carrying on our large manufactures. 
After all, when a man sends in a tender 
for goods to be supplied, he takes into 
consideration the rates he has to pay 
they are standing charges ; and if he is 
to be relieved of those by the passing 
of this Bill, it means so much more 
money going into his pocket. If a 
man gets a machine into his place which 
does away with the work of twelve men, 
he thereby saves what those men might 
have paid if they had been taxpayers. 

In seconding the rejection of this 
Bill, I beg to assure the House that 
there is complete unanimity on the part 
of authorities, so far as the North- 
Eastern district is concerned. One has 
received many letters from large manu- 
facturers, such as Messrs. Armstrong, 
who employ 25,000 men, and who, if 
this Bill is carried, will save many 
thousands of pounds in rates; but we 
want to look at the question from a 
broad point of view, and I say that the 
question is not to be decided by a Bill 
of this description. What we want is 
a Bill taking into consideration the whole 
system of taxation, so that the Assessment 
Committees in the different unions may 
be on firm ground when they make 
these valuations, and not have these con- 
tinual appeals to quarter sessions and to 
private individuals to have the valuations 
reduced. I beg to second the rejection 
of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Sir James Joicey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


(1.12.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I 
desire to say a few words on this question, 
because it is one in which my constituents 
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take a very great interest. 
district employers and employed are abso- 
jutely unanimous in regard to the question, 
and the rating authority and their officials 
who have to deal with the matter are 
also unanimously in favour of the Bill. 
The Second Reading and the rejection of 
the Bill have been moved in speeches of 
ability and moderation. I was glad to 


Rating of 
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In my own | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


notice that the seconder of the rejection | 


spoke in a very half-hearted way against 
the measure. He said that the law wants 
to be made more definite and certain, 


and that he, as the Chairman of an Assess- | 


ment Committee, and the officials of 
the Committee, want more guidance 
than they at present have. As to that 
point I think we are all agreed. My 
hon. friend the Member for the Chester- 
le-Street Division, who is a very cheerful 
representative of a much persecuted, but, 
Tam glad to think, a not quite moribund 
trade, has given us a very doleful account 
of what would happen if this Bill became 
law. Bnt I should like to protest in the 
strongest manner against my hon. friend 
appropriating to the few hundred 
thousand people who live on the East 
side the title of “the North of Exg- 
land.” In population, rateable value, and 
everything else, Lancashire, which claims 
to be part of the North of England, is 
far ahead—-so far as this is any test of 


the matter—-of the district represented | 


by my hon. friend. He mentioned cer- 
tain rating authorities who have petitioned 
against the Bill. I think he named Shef- 
field. 


Sik JAMES JOICEY: No. 


Mr EMMOTT: I would only say in 
regard to that, that whatever the Shettield 
local authority may say, the Sheftield 
Chamber of Commerce is strongly in 
favour of the Bill, and the Associated 
Chambers of Commerce are  abso- 
lutely unanimous in the 
think the hon. Baronet is fully justified 


in claiming any support he can from the 


fact that the Mining Association is abso- 
lutely opposed to this Bill. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Certainly | 


a majority opposed the Bill, but a strong 


justified in presenting that petition for 
the majority. 


matter. I) 


| peared. 
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Mr. EMMOTT: I am glad to hear 
that I exaggerated even the unanimity of 
the Mining Association. 


Machinery Bill. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY : They presented 
a petition against the Bill, and I contend 
that we are entitled to get all we can out 
of it. 


Mr. EMMOTT: I am anxious to give 
my hon. friend all he can get, but I have 
had a consultation with an eminent valuer 
of great ability, and I want to point out 
that, according to his opinion, there are 
many collieries in which some portions of 
the machinery, instead of tending to 
increase the rateable value, tend rather 
to diminish it. The rating of collieries is 


generally calculated upon their yearly 


output, and some additional charge is 


made in regard to the machinery necessary 


in an average way to get the coal. Some 
collieries suffer from a large amount of 
water where extra pumping is required, 
which necessitates very powerful machin- 
ery, and I am informed that this extra 
machinery is taken as a reason for the 
diminution of the ratable value and does 
not increase it. In regard to this Bill, 
many of the old objections have disap- 
We have heard from the hon. 
Baronet that we still want a comprehen- 
sive Bill for rating, but what is the use of 
asking for a comprehensive Bill upon any 
other subject this session? The old 
demand for a comprehensive Bill means 
a desire on the part of many hon. Members 
that we should adopt some method of 
rating personalty, but the report of the 
Royal Commission on local taxation has 
settled that, and it has been made clear 
that we cannot wisely rate personalty, 
however much we may desire to do so; 


and we ought to meet this difficulty by 


an increase in Imperial subventions to 
local authorities. That is the meaning 


of the Report of the Local Taxation Com- 


mission. Now that that Commission has 
reported, I am happy to say, with entire 
unanimity in favour of this Bill, we 
are able to dissociate it from the larger 


| question of the reform of local taxation, 


whigh in various ways we are all strongly 
in favour of ; and this Report lays stress 
upon these points. It says amongst other 


minority supported it, and I have always | ange ees — 


contended that the associations were not | 


“Tt appears proper to refrain from in any 
way increasing the burden which the law now 
lays on manufacturers in respect of their 


‘ machinery.” 
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The opponents of this Bill want the 
present unsatisfactory state of things to 
continue, [Cries of “No, no!”] That is 
the meaning of their opposition, but the 
Report says that this uncertainty should 
he removed, and if we are going to remove 
this uncertainty we have to decide whether 
we are going to invite rating authorities 
to rate all the machinery possible or make 
legal the present practice which I main- 
tain obtains in nine-tenths of the great 
industrial districts of this country. A 
great deal of confusion exists upon this 
matter. Let me remind the House that 
in great industrial centres everything is 
very highly rated and assessed. In the 
rural districts the rates are low and the 
assessments also are comparatively low. 
There is much machinery now rated, and 
there will be if this Bill is passed, because 
not only machinery for motive power, 
heating and lighting arrangements, but 
heavy machinery like steam hammers and 
other things, will continue to be rated in 
the future if this Bill passes. Many 
manufactiwers think, and many Boards of 
Guardians also think, that much of the 
machinery now taxed would cease to be 
taxed if this Bill is passed, but I do not 
think the difference would be so great as 
some hon. Members make out. 


Opposition to this Bill has always come 
from the district of Birmingham, which 
has a kind of rule-of-thumb system of 
assessment. I do not know how that 
system would affect other districts, but I 
agree with the hon. Member for Rother- 
ham that it would” cause us no 
inconvenience ; but that is not a system 
which can be adopted throughout the 
whole of the country, and it does not 
show that machinery is rated in the 
district of Birmingham. I repeat again 
that in the great centres of industry in 
this country the practice advocated in 
this bill prevails at the present time, 


and no other system can he intro- 
duced without causing a very serious 
extra burden to fall upon some 


oi our manutacturing centres. I ask—Is 
this a time to put a serious extra burden 
upon the manufacturing classes of this 
country ! The prosperity of England 
at the present time depends upon our 
foreign trade, and we are by far the 
largest exporters of manufactured goods 
in the world. But our position is being 
challenged in iron and steel, machinery. 
and chemical industries. and in all these 


Mr. Emmott. 


‘COMMONS} 





Machinery Bill. 


classes of goods the United States and 
Germany are pressing us very hard. 
Nevertheless, we are still in the front 
rank as regards the export of textile 
goods, and last year £104,000,000 out 
of £230,000,000 were exported from this 
country. Of this total £66,000,000 were 
cotton goods. Nearly a quarter of our 
whole export trade consists of cotton 
manufactured goods. 

Therefore in our textile districts the 
plan which this Bill recommends is 
absolutely universal. If you refuse this 
Bill, that plan must become altered. In 
my own constituency, and immediately 
surrounding it, there are more spindles 
engaged in the production of cotton 
yarn than in the whole of Germany, and 
if you assess all machinery, you would 
raise the valuation of the cotton mills in 
my district from about £300,000 to 
£600,000 or £700,000 perannum. That 
would be a huge burden to impose upon 
a trade which cannot bear any 
extra burdens. There are no cotton 
lords produced in the district of Man- 
chester, where they are now as dead as 
the dodo. New millionaires may be 
made by soap or beer, but they certainly 
are not made by cotton. The trade has 
passed into other hands, and has become 
almost entirely a joint stock trade ; and 
those representatives of families who 
have been in the trade for fifty years or 
more are probably struggling against 
adversity to which their forefathers were 
happily strangers. There is a struggle 
to make a fair return in regard to this 
trade, and I venture to say that if you 
take the records of the last fifteen or 
eighteen years in the Oldham joint stock 
mills, you will find that not more than 
three per cent. has been paid on the share 
capital during that period. This is not a 
local question, but it is, because of its 
size, a national question. Alter your 
plan and double your rates on cotton 
mills, and it means that you will add 
one half per cent. on the whole capital, 
or 1 per cent.on ordinary share capital 
per annum, and this out of a miserable 
average return of 3 per cent. This is 
something which I venture to say the 
trade cannot bear. This is our greatest 
export trade, and it would be sheer 
national folly on the part of this House 
to jeopardise that trade. 
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On the other hand, I admit that this 
Bill, if passed, will, to a certain extent, 
alter the incidence of taxation. ‘There 
will be some diminution of assessments 
here 2nd there, no doubt. I cannot 
check the figures given by my hon. 
friend, but Ido not beleve that if you 
add up all the figures he has given, they 
wou.d amount toas muchas the increase 
of the assessment that you would have 
in the district of Oldham alone if you 
change your system in that district. On 
the whole this is a conservative measure 
proposed to avert a most mischievous 
change which is possible under the 
presentlaw. It is no question of a wider 
change in our old rating system, but it 
seems to me that this is a Bill to bring 
forward a principle of simple justice and 
expediency. If you want the question 
dealt with in a wider way, | venture to 
sy that our great industrial centres 
would be the very first to welcome it of 
all other people. Our assessments are 
high, and our ratable value per head of 
the population is low. Our industrial 
centres, compared with the country as a 
whole, are poor, and our Imperial sub- 
ventions are inequitably made, in my 
opinion, and these centres suffer from 
this. 


There is one other question in regard 
tothis matter. After all, there are two 
classes of people who practically make 
the land in our towns valuable, and they 
are the captains of industry, and the 
workmen. But three people get the 
benefit, and they are the landlord, the 
captain of industry, and the worker. I| 
am not going to deal further with this 
question, but in regard to the taxation 
iland values there is something which 
the community might claim out of the 
profits, which go entirely to the land- 
lords. In all these ways our great in- 
dustrial centres are heavily taxed at the 
present time. But from this wider ques- 
tion we have nothing to fear, and every- 
thing to hope. ‘This is a necessary matter 
ior us to deal with, and | do earnestly 
hope that the House will pass this Bill by 
avery large majority. 


(1.30.) Sim SAMUEL HOARE (Nor- 
wich): The hon. Baronet who moved the 
rejection of the Bill stated that the law is 
clear and well-defined. It is because, 
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in my own estimation and in the esti- 
mation of my constituents, and appar- 
ently of a great number of the Members 
of this House, the law is not clear 
and well-defined, or, at any rate, has not 
been carried out on a clear and well- 
defined system, that I venture to ask the 
attention of the House for a few moments, 
expressing at once the hope that this Bill 
will be read a second time. The hon. 
Baronet who moved the rejection of the 
Bill, and the hon. Member who seconded, 
both spoke, if I may say so, from the 
same district ; and I think that, perhaps, 
looking at the prosperous state of trade 
in that district, they do not fully realise 
the effect which this question has, not 
upon one district or another, but on the 
whole of the country, and more especially 
on those districts, such as the great 
constituency I represent, where manu- 
factures are carried on under the greatest 
disadvantages as compared with those on 
the Tyne, without coal and without iron 
except at great cost, and which are really 
carried on owing to the enterprise of 
those who embark on the undertakings. 
They are carried on with great advantage 
to Norwich, and if it were not for that 
enterprise the city would be left without 
employment for a vast number of its 
inhabitants. The hon. Baronet spoke of 
the various memorialsand petitions against 
this Bill. It is enough for me if I speak 
as representing my own constituency 
alone in this matter. The hon. Baronet 
was uncertain as to which Chamber of 
Commerce addressed a memorial against 
the Bill. 1am quite clear, from an inter- 
view I had with the Chamber of Com- 
merce at Norwich only yesterday, that 
that Chamber is strongly in favour of the 
Second Reading of the Bill. The hon. 
Member talked of the manufacturers as 
a wealthy class, and as objecting to 
this uncertain rating of machinery ; 
but it is not merely the capitalists, 
for [ have had during the last 
twenty-four hours some fifteen memorials 
from the men working in the manu- 
factories of Norwich. There are a great 
number of names on those memorials—as 
many as 400 on one, down to 50 or 60 in 
the smaller manufactories— asking me to 
support the second reading of the Bill. 

It may be desirable that I should cali the 
attention of the House to the absolute 
necessity of something being done in the 
way of legislation with reference to this 
question of the rating of machinery. I 
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think no hon. Member who has spoken 
has called the attention of the House to 
the fact that the rating of movable 
machinery has been carried out in very 
few places. I believe I am even right in 
saying that it has only been carried out 
in five, six, or seven places, and it is 
because it has been carried out in the city 
of Norwich that I venture to beg the 
House to take some step to alter a system 
by which in five, ten, or twenty manu- 
facturing districts movable machinery 
may be rated; and yet those other 
districts, which have far greater advan- 
tages than possibly they may have, are 
free and exempt from that rating. In 
justice to all manufacturers, there should 
be one system as to the rating of 
machinery. The Royal Commission 
points out clearly that one of the most 
important reforms which is necessary is 
the settling of the question what 
machinery should be rated and what 
should not. Now, if I may call attention 
to my own constituency, | would point 
out what are the difficulties which arise. 
There has recently been a new assessment, 
and in that assessment movable machinery 
has been included in the rating. We 
all know that when a new assessment is 
made, it must inevitably lead to some 
irritation and possibly disappointment. 
When any person, be he private 
individual or manufacturer, finds his rates 
going up, he may possibly think it 


desirable to appeal against it. But if 
the manufacturers and the people 


working in the manufactories who have 
memorialised me to take part in this 
discussion feel that their rates are to be 
put up because their movable machinery, 
on which they depend for work and a 
living, has been rated, it is not wonderful 
if the irritation is greater, and if the 
consequences are more serious. The 
result has been that controversies have 
arisen at the present time and legal 
proceedings are pending on the question. 
Now, I maintain that, beyond the natural 
question that may arise as to the amount 
a man should value his house at for the 
assessment of it, there should be no 
doubt whatever as to the property which 
ought to be rated, putting aside the 
question whether it is machinery or 
anything else. At the present time, in 
the city of Norwich, a rate which appar- 
ently is perfectly legal is put upon 
movable machinery which is not put on 
Sir Samuel Hoare. 
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it in the case of the large manufactories 


of Lancashire. I feel sure that the 
Assessment Committees who carry out 
the law at the present time are pursu- 
ing, as the Assessment Committee of 
Norwich has done, the course which 
probably is the right course according to 
law, but what I want to ask my right 
hon. friend the President of the Local 
Government Board is—How is it that in 
the great majority of places this rate is 
not put upon movable machinery, if the 
law is that it should be? It seems to 
me a very curious state of affairs, 
that at a time when we desire to see our 
manufactures prosper in the face of 
all the foreign competition, there 
should be so much uncertainty about the 
duties of the Assessment Committees, 
and that we should find a rate imposed 
in one place which is not imposed in 
another. I do earnestly hope that we 
may see some uniformity of the law, and, 
more than that, uniformity of action. 
It is true, as has been said, that, if 
movable machinery were exempted, the 
incidence of the rates might fall more on 
other quarters. I am speaking at the 
request of a very large body of working 
people, who expect that the rating of 
movable machinery will be of the greatest 
disadvantage to them, and that it will 
entail very serious loss to them in their 
work. It is for them I speak, as well as 
for those who are responsible for the 
manufacturers. There are others in the 
House who know the circumstances of 
this special case. But I mention it to 
the House because | feel that it shows 
the importance of passing some measure 
so that everyone may know what the 
law is, and that there may be one law 
for every place. I should be glad indeed if 
the President of the Local Government 
Board could state that the Government 
would undertake to deal with this 
que-tion. The chances of a_ private 
Members’ Bill are small. The matter is 
one of great importance, and although 
hon. members from Tyneside, coming 
from a prosperous manufacturing dis- 
trict, may look at it from their point of 
view, | hope that they and other hon. 
Members will remember that there are 
places where thousands of working 
people are employed in  manu- 
factures not so great and not so pros- 
perous as many of those in the North of 
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England, but which are still of import- 
ance to the country. I think that by 
giving a Second Reading to this Bill we 
show, at any rate, that in principle a 
change isnecessary. By voting in favour 
of it, | shall show that [ do not think it 
is fair that one city should have the 
rate imposed on movable machinery, 
while another district has not. I hope 
that my right hon. friend will encour- 
age us to hope for something from His 
Majesty’s Government. 


(1.44.) Mr. MARKHAM (Nottingham- 
shire, Mansfield): I have no knowledge 
of the textile trades to which refer- 
ence has been made, but I can speak 
of the effect of the proposed legis- 
lation on the mining industry with 
which | am connected. The promoters 
of the Bill have not stated who is 
to bear the burden of the rates from 
which, if the Bill passes, the owners of 
machinery in many parts of the country 
will be relieved. I am going to say now 
what 1 have always said in my own 
constituency, which is entirely a work- 
ing class constituency—there is no class 
so selfish as the working classes in their 
relations to each other. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham, and other Members re- 
presenting Lancashire Divisions, can 
speak on behalf of the trades unions in 
connection with industries where labour 
isorganised, but the unorganised workers 
who have no voice to represent them in 
this House wiil have to pay the cost. 
You are going to put the burden of this 
legislation on the unorganised workers, 
who at the present time are receiving 
low wages. The effect of that will be to 
lessen the amount paid by the manufac- 
turers, and to put it on the poorest 
section of the community—the unorgan- 
ised section. But the question goes 
much farther. The promoters of this 
Bill are very clever in the manner in 
which they have brought it forward. 
What do they mean by saying that 
movable tools should not be rated? I 
do not understand what “ movable 
tools” means. It is quite clear that the 
promoters understand it, because in the 
last section of the Bill they make an ex- 
ception in favour of machinery used in 
transmitting power. In my experience 
in the Midlands heavy machinery—in- 
deed, all machines, are held down in 
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their bed-places by bolts and nuts, 
and they can be shifted in half an hour. 
Are all these machines—say in such 
towns as Sheffield — which cost from 
£5,000 or £6,000 to £8,000—going to be 
relieved from taxation, and the burden 
put on the unorganised sections of the 
working classes, and therefore the 
poorest in the community, who are 
unable to speak for themselves? I do 
not see how the sense of justice in the 
House can agree to a proposition of that 
kind. An hon. Member opposite stated 
that the heavy machine makers in this 
country were not holding their own 
against the manufacturing competition 
of the United States and France; but 
in my experience the competition of 
these countries with our manufacturers 
is, with the exception of electrical 
machinery, not of a very serious char- 
acter or such that we cannot reasonably 
meet. The cost of production and of 
laying down these heavy machines 
had all been calculated, and the manu- 
facturers went into the business knowing 
that they would be rated upon them. 
Why, then, should they be relieved of the 
obligations which they undertook open- 
eyed, and why should these obligations 
be put on other people? If this Bill 
were passed, the manufacturers of 
Lancashire, who are now receiving three 
or four per cent. dividends on their 
capital, would have these dividends in- 
creased by a quarter percent. Is that 
reasonable? In behalf of the unorgan- 
ised labourers, I maintain that this 
House should not pay attention to the 
demands of a single section, but should 
look to the interests of every section of 
the community and do full justice to 


all. 


(1.52.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : 
We have had to deal with this Bill on 
many occasions. Asthe hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Second Reading said, it 
is a “ hardy annual,” and we have heard 
of it so frequently that, to use the classic 
language of the Leader of the House, it 
almost bores us. The machinery pos- 
sessed by the hon. Baronet who moved 
the rejection of the Bill—that is. the 
machinery of the coal trade—is of the 
nature of heavy plant, and not movable 
machinery at all. The hon. Baronet is 
too wary a Parliamentarian to attempt 
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to define what is heavy machinery, for 
if he did, he would be immediately placed 
out of court. I ask him and other 
colliery owners what movable machinery 
they possess. What they have is a fixed 
plant, and that it is necessary to assess 
ind rate; but because the hon. Baronet 
does not possess any movable machinery, 
that is no reason why he should argue 
that our movable machinery should be 
rated. What we want is a definition of 
what movable machinery is. Take the 
case of a man in Lancashire who runs a 
mill. The landlord supplies the motive 
power, while the tenant supplies all the 
movable machines. The landlord should 
be rated on his heavy fixed plant to its 
full annual value. Sunt the tenant's 
machines fall into the same category as 
the furniture in a house. An hon. Mem- 
ber behind me says No”; bat I say it 
is. It is movable machinery owned by 
the tenant, and is no part of the heritage. 
If the ideas of the hon. Baronet were 
carried out, the furniture in a_ house 
would have to be rated. The hon. 
Member for Oldham mentioned the case 
of a brewer, but if the hon. Baronet’s 
view were adopted, the brewer would 
have to be rated not only on his fixed 
machinery, but also on his barrels and 
on his horses and carts. Take, again, the 
case of a shipping company which owns 
wharves and ships. The company, of 
course, ought to be rated on their wharves, 
but does any hon. Member ask that their 
ships should also be rated, although 
wharves would be without value without 
the ships? The Report of the Royal 
Commission has been cited: but I am 
myself inclined to ignore it altogether, 
because I have always regarded that 
Commission as entirely one-sided, and 
have looked askance at all their deliber- 
ations. But, at any rate, we cannot get 
away from the fact that, although it was 
a strongly biased Commission, represent- 
ing the agricultural more than the manu- 
facturing interests, they suggested to the 
House of Commons that movable ma- 
chinery should not be properly rated. 
Are hon. Members for the colliery dis- 
tricts rated on their trucks! And yet 
these are part of the necessary machinery 
of a colliery. It seems to me that the 
law of Parliament must be brought into 
consonance with practice. The hon. 
Baronet says that 95 per cent. of Unions 
adopt his view, and yet that it is not the 
Mr. George Whiteley. 


Rating of 
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law. I entirely deny that the law 
recognises the rateability of movable 
machinery. If that were the case in the 
cotton and textile industries, a burden 
would be immediately placed on their 
shoulders which they could not possibly 
bear. When the Agricultural Rating 
Bill was before the House, I made use 
of the argument that if Parliament was 
going to relieve the landlords of these 
rates, on whose shoulders were they 
going to place them? I pointed out 
that 75 per cent. of the ratepayers 
were living in towns, and that Parlia- 
ment was transferring a burden from 
the country to the towns. If this Bill 
is a just one, the question of the 
incidence of the taxation is a matter 
of indifference to me. If it imposes 
rightly a burden upon certain people, 
it is just that it should be so imposed. 
If the rating of movable machinery is 
wrong, unjustifiable, and inequitable, 
then it is to me absolutely of no moment 
on whom the burden is to be placed. 
As a matter of fact, however, the in- 
creased burden, on whomsoever it fell, 
would only be a small one. «i venture 
to hope that the House will pass the 
Second Reading of this Bill by a very 
large majority. 


(1.58.) Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, 
Mid): 1 was surprised at two statements 
made by the hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down; and my reason for 
saying so is the expedition with which 
he jumped from one set of arguments 
to another. I remember the occasion 
when the Agricultural Rating Bill was 
before this House, and when the hon. 
Member was one of the strongest 
opponents of that measure. He now 
says that since the landlords and the 
clergy are relieved of half their rates, 
therefore the capitalists with movable 
machinery ought to be relieved of half 
their rates. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: What 
I said was that it was a question 
whether this alteration of the law was 
right or wrong. If right, then it should 
be made, no matter on whom the 
burden is to fall. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: If the hon. 
Member desires to be consistent and 
righteous in his advocacy in this House, 
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he ought to oppose this measure. If it is 
a wrong thing to relieve one part of the 
community of their rates, then it is wrong 
to relieve another. Then the _ hon. 
Member said further that the change 
would be small. Sixpence or a shilling 
to a man who has a very small income is 
a great deal. Sixpence or a shilling 
to a capitalist does not mean much, and I 
rise this afternoon to take the labour side 
of the question. The difference is simply 
hetween movable and irremovable machin- 
ery. The hon. Member for Pudsey 
asked what machinery coal mines had. 
He knows that no mine in this country 
can be worked without machinery. How 
iscoal got up 300 fathoms? There is not 
a single large engine round any mine in 
this country that cannot be moved on 
the instant without moving the building 
at all, and therefore the question of 
movability is simply the time it takes to 
move. If the large machine that can be 
moved in amine is to be taxed, why 
should the smaller machine in a factory 
which can be moved with the greatest 
ease not be taxed at all? The promoters 
of this Bill are not dealing fairly with 
this question. This is really a Bill, if we 
read the title, to promote the rating of 
machinery. Any man of common sense— 
not a Member of Parliament—taking this 
Bill in his hands would see in a moment 
that the Bill is for the purpose of rating 
machinery. But that is exactly what it 
isnot. The title ought to be “To exempt 
certain portions of machinery from being 
rated,” and then everybody would know 
exactly what they were going to do. 
The hon. Member for Rotherham in 
a very important portion of his 
speech dealt with two classes of] the 
community interested in this matter. 
He left the employers out, and said 
the men were in favour of this measure. 
Yesterday I met one of the most pro- 
minent leaders in Yorkshire of the 
textile workers in this country, and being 
interested in this matter I naturally 
asked him whether he was for or against 
the Bill and what were his views upon it, 
and what the men thought of it, and 
that gentleman said— 

“To tell you candidly, John, the men don’t 

know anything at all about it, and don’t think 
about it.” 
Then, how can any Gentleman in the 
House venture to say that the trade 
unionists in Yorkshire are in favour of 
the Bill? Why should the working men 
[FourTH SERIEs. | 
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be in favour of it? What is there enticing 
and attractive about it? It has been 
said that the working men are selfish 
towards one another. I accept that view. 
They are not so selfish as I would like to 
see them, but assuming that they are 
selfish, what is there in this Bill to 
allure and attract them? Upom whom 
will the rates fall if this Bill is passed ? 
I am simply repeating od nauseam state- 
ments that have been and will be made. 
If this machinery, be it large or small 
in quantity or rateable value, is relieved 
from rates, the rates are bound to fall on 
the houses in which people live in in the 
large districts round the factories where 
workmen work. Who are the dwellers 
of those houses ? Not the employer ; there 
is not an employer of labour who lives 
near his mill or within the rateable area 
of his own mill. It is the men who 
live near the mills in the cottages and 
tenement dwellings who will feel the 
rates, and no person else will feel them. 
It is not a small matter. If any Gentle- 
man in the House will put himself 
for a moment, if he can, even in imagin- 
ation, in the position of a labourer 
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working for 23s. a week, and if 
he was compelled to meet a shilling 


advance in rent—for 3d. on the rate 
will increase the rental out of all propor- 
tion—-what would he do ? Hobson’s choice 
was before him, and he could take the 
house or leave it, and if he would not 
take it he might travel for miles before 
finding a dwelling. It is incumbent upon 
Members who represent a large working 
class community to be careful what they 
do before they give this Bill their adhesion. 
It is a matter of wages, nothing more or 
less. If we are to relieve machinery any- 
where, in whatever proportion it is relieved, 
that relief must find incidence in some 
other direction, and there is no other place 
where rates can fall except upon the dwell- 
ings of people who live near these mills. 
(2.13.) 


*(2.30.) Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) said that, avoiding the theoretic 
generalities which had been more or less 
dealt with, he wished to take a mure de- 
tailed view of some points which he 
thought would be of interest to the House. 
He thought the House would be influenced 
more by a few facts than by the large 
amount of theory which had been put 
before them. He wished to say a word or 
two on behalf of the worsted silk and 

3 F 
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woollen industries. Fortunately for the 
district in which he lived, the same rules 
applied as in Lancashire, and _ textile 
machinery was not rated. For those who 
opposed the Bill it was simply a question 
of reducing the rates in some way. 
Fortunately, it was considered in his part 
of the country that the prosperity of 
the employer was also to a large extent 
the prosperity of the workers. ‘Therefore, 
if manufacturers and producers were to be 
prosperous it was necessary that they 
shouid have as few drawbacks to trade as 
they possibly could. There had been no 
outery from the particular district he re- 
presented in favour of this Bill, but it 
arose from the fact that the people did 
not quite understand the matter. 
They knew that rates were not paid 
upon the machinery, and having no griev- 
ance they did not complain. 

There was another point to be con- 
sidered, and that was the exceeding 
difficulty of the system of carrying on 
this rating of machinery. There was a 
great variety in the kinds of machinery 
employed. In some parts of his district 
they had handlooms at work in the 
cottages. If it was considered desirable 
that machinery should be rated there was 
no reason why the handloom should not 
be rated. There was in his district, and 
also to a large extent in Scotland, a large 
quantity of hand-winding machinery. 
The people put in their spare time upon 
this sort of work, which proved a consider- 
able source of income to them. This class 
of machinery would come under the same 
rule as those machines which were driven 
by steam power. Then there was agri- 
cultural and domestic machinery and he 
did not see how any difference could he 
drawn between one kind of machinery 
and another. If one kind of machinery 
was to be rated he did not see any 
reason why every kind should not be 
rated. For his part he did not think there 
was any need to hamper trade or hinder 


{COMMONS} 


small traders in the textile industries by | 


increased rating of a vexatious character. 
It was all very well to talk about 
cheapening the cost of living as far as 
possible, but this meant more than that, 
it was a question of putting a tax upon 
the productive power of the country. 
It was all very well fora man to earn 
£1 a week, but if he spent £1 a week he 
was not any richer. It was not so much 
a question of a man being careful not 
to spend more than he could help, but it 
Mr. Brigg. 
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was a question of having something to 
spend. It was only by economy in manu- 
facturing that they were able to produce 
that excess of capital which made so 
much for the prosperity of the country. 
The hon. Member for Oldham said that 
trade was goingabroad. That was a fact ; 
trade was going abroad very fast. 
He knew that in Bradford recently a con- 
siderable number of factories had been 
transplanted from that immediate district. 
Their trade was going to Spain and 
Russia and Bulgaria, to say nothing 
about America. He need not mention 
Germany, because it was well known 
that that country was an active com- 
petitor in ourtrade. Even in Egypt there 
was now an attempt being made to 
introduce machinery to take away our 
trade, and, consequently, he considered 
it was the duty of the House of Commons 
to make every possible etfort to keep 
trade in this country. sg % BBR. fs. 


*(2.40)Sirm WILLIAMHOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.) said he -vould not 
intervene for long in the debate, and he 
only rose to correct one or two misappre- 
hensions, which were perhaps natural to 
those who had not taken part in this dis- 
cussion before. He was not, however, going 
to argue the merits of this Bill, on the 
ground of the advantage it would be to 
the textile industries of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire. It was a much larger and 
wider question, and really, as a matter 
of fact, it affected other districts more 
important than Lancashire and York- 
shire. This was a national question, 
and not one affecting any particular part 
of the country. He wished to refer for 
a moment to a statement made by the 
hon. Member for Chester-le-Street with 
regard to the support which was being 
given to this Bill. The hon. Baronet 
claimedto represent the North of England, 
but that claim had already been disposed 
of in debate, and he also read out 
the names of a considerable number 
of institutions and associations which 
he said were against the Bill. He 
(Sir William Houldsworth) held in 
his hand <a long list, which he would 
not venture to read in detail, of various 


important associations, which had 
either presented petitions or sent 
representatives to support this Bill. 
The hon. Baronet seemed to think 


—_ 
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that only the textile industries were 
affected, but it also affected the 
Engineering and Shipbuilding Employers 
Federation, which extended all over the 
country, including shipbuilders, iron and 
brass founders, and other kindred trades, 


representing 850 firms paying over 
£30,000,000 in wages. His list also 
comprised the  Paper-makers Asso- 


ciation of Great Britain and Ireland, 
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whatever that might be. That was a 
very vague method for any assess- 
ment committee to adopt. The hon. 


Member for Norwich in his excellent 


the Agricultural Engineers Association, | 


the Printing and Allied Trades Associa- 
tion, the Sugar Refiners Association, 
the Hat Association, the Manchester 
Guardian Society, the Oldham Master 
Cotton Spinners Association, the Silk 
Association of Great Britain and Ireland, 
the United Bleachers Association, the 
Soapmakers Association, and the As- 
sociated Chambers of Commerce. This 
was a very serious question, which 
affected all the industries throughout 
the country. sisi 

There was another fallacy, or at any 
rate another point upon which there 
was a little misunderstanding on the 
part of hon. Members, with regard to 
the actual position. There was no 
question whatever that machinery in a 
factory was not rated per se. That fact 
had been declared over and over again. 
lf machinery was putin the valuation 
lists, and machines were enumerated, 
values put upon them, and then a 
percentage taken to represent rent, there 
was no difficulty whatever in dealing with 
this case on account of the decisions which 
had been given. The decisions which had 
been given placed them in the position that 
while the assessment surveyor was not 
allowed to value machinery he had to give 
some consideration to it—to take it into 
account—and that was where the diffi- 
culty arose, and it was one which they 
had to get over. The Bill was not to 
make any change in the law, because all 
the decisions were infavour ofthe principle 
of the Bill, but todefine what machinery 
should and what should not be rated, 
or rather taken into account, so as to 
avoid the inconveniences that arose at 
present. It was not as though these in 
conveniences could be decided by a test 
The question at present was re- 
solved in this way. 


case, 


The assessment | 


committees adopted some principle as to | 


the value of the land and_ buildings, and 
as to taking into account the machinery, 


speech showed clearly what the position 
of the manufacturers in Norwich was, 
and he said he was quite sure that the 
assessment committee in taking into 
account movable machinery were acting 
honw fide. What was the effect ? 
In one case which was brought before 
the law courts, although the machinery 


was not put down as a separate 
item, the argument for the  ap- 
pellant showed that the assessment 


committee must have taken a consider- 
able portion of the machinery into 
account, and consequently the appellant 
won. This showed that really the 
assessment committee did not know 
how to make the valuation. Here was 
an assessment committee who, with 
no desire whatever to injure industries, 
but rather to act in accordance with 
the law took a course which showed 
that the law, or the application of the 
law, was so vague that it was im- 
possible for them to apply it  pro- 
perly, and ultimately it was decided in a 
court of law that the course they took 
was illegal. The process of litigation 
involved cost to the ratepayers and the 
manufacturers. Every case must be 
decided on its own merits, and the con- 
sequence was that an infinite number of 
cases had to be decided before the ques- 
tion could be settled. 

The Royal Commission had declared 
in the most unmistakable language that 
it was perfectly impossible as things were 
for any assessment committee to decide 
what they were to do. He would read 
one sentence from the chapter in the 
Report of the Commission on the rating 
of machinery- 

‘From the authoritative expositions of the 
existing law wlich have ju-t been cited it 
will readily be seen that under the law, as it 
now stands, the line between the kinds of 
machinery which are, and those which are 
not, to he taken into account in ascertsining 
the rateable value of a factory is one which it 
is practically impossible to draw with any 
approach to distinetness.” 

That was the case which the promoters 

of the Bill were now putting to the 

House. It had been shown over and 

over again that the law was not clear 

even to lawyers, for they also found 

difficulty in applying it in individual 
3F2 





1391 Rating of 


cases as to what machinery should be 
taken into consideration. 
said in the course of the debate that 
the law being clear, there was no necessity 
for its alteration or amendment. 
Poland, in his evidence before the Com- 
mission, being asked if it was not the 
case that the law was very differently in- 
terpreted by different overseers, replied— 
“Yes. and perhaps also, I might say, by 
legal tribunals very often.” 
Anyone who knew anything of the 
subject was aware that there were no two 
decisions which were consistent with each 
other in the practical application of the 


assessment committees. There was a very 
remarkable instance of this kind in Scot- 
land, which illustrated the uncertainty of 
the law. Scotland had hitherto been 
considered to be in a very happy position, 
but in the last week or two a decision 
had been given which had completely 
altered the position of things in that 
country, and a number of gentleman 
had been brought to London in a state 
of alarm, desiring very much to be 
brought under the wings of this Bill if it 
was possible to do it. This led to a great 
deal of injustice as between one district 
and another. For instance, they might 
have a warehouse which, while it was a 
warehouse, was only valued according to 
the value of the building and land and 
its suitability for the purpose of a ware- 
house ; but in the event of a few sewing 
machines being introduced a different 
value was at once put upon the premises. 

The main question was that they 
wanted to secure a clear definition of 
the law, and unless that was secured 


contusion would become worse con- 
founded. He thoroughly agreed that 


the time had come when the Govern- 
ment should take this question in hand, 
and he hoped that the President of the 
Local Government Board, if he could 
not give any great support, would at 
least take the matter into consideration 
as one that had for many years past 
been agitating this country and was 


It had been | 


Sir H. | 
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: | Division. 
law, and that they gave no guidance to | 


now agitating Scotland also. He did 
not know any district which was | 
satisfied with the present state of 


things except the north-east corner of 

England—which was in this matter a 

sort of Garden of Eden—but the ideas 

of a great revolution taking place in 

the incidence of taxation if this Bill 
Sir William Houldsworth. 
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were passed were entirely chimerical, 
because in the great bulk of the cases 
no change would take place. There 
might be a little disturbance on Tyne- 
side, but they would soon get over 
any difficulty connected with a defini- 
tion of the law, and at any rate that 
part of England should not have a 
dominant voice in the matter. 


BELL 
the 


* (3.10.) Mr. 
rise to support 
moved by the hon. 
Member for the Chester-le-Street 
I do so, not because [| 
am one who supports any taxation 
upon industry, but as one who is very 
much against all kinds of taxation on 
industry, and upon food stuffs. The 
reason why I object to this Bill be- 
coming law is that it simply asks that 
a burden shall be removed from the 
shoulders of one class without making 
any preparation whatever as to the 
shoulders on which the burden must 
fall. This Bill, so far as | understand 
it—I may be under a misapprehension, 
and if so I hope I shall be put right 
before the discussion has been brought 
to a conclusion—this Bill does not in 
any way incur new taxation upon in- 
dustry, but simply asks that certain 
taxation already uponit shall be removed. 
If it was to impose new taxation upon 
industry I should most strenuously 
oppose it. I have been unable to find. 
from what has been said by any- 
one who has spoken in regard to 
this Bill, that any machinery which 
is not at present rated, will be 
rated unless this Bill becomes law. 
I would be glad to get that matter made 
clear. As 1 understand, the machinery 
at present rated will continue to be 
rated if this Bill does not become law, 
and that the Bill does not impose any 
taxation on that which is already assessed 
under the existing condition of things. 
That being the case I see no reason, 
until something has been provided by 
which the amount of rates now collected 
from machinery shall be made up in the 
various unions, for supporting this Bill. 
I am told that in some districts of the 
country from £20,000 to £50,000 are 
raised by rating machinery and if we 
relieved machinery from that amount ol 
taxation the money would have to be 
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found from some other source. Now, I 
have not been able to find any other source 


Rating of 


from what it can be drawn except the | 
doubtedly is a difficult and complicated 


middle and working classes who would 
have to pay for it in increased rents. I 
have every sympathy with the object of 
the Bill, although I may differ from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite in regard to my own 
peculiar views on taxation. If I had my 
way I should certainly make the land 
bear its proper share of taxation, which 
it does not do at present. But the very 
Members who are supporting the present 
Bill would give a most strenuous opposi- 
tion to any such proposal. I represent a 
constituency containing a very large 
number of working men, and I venture 
to say that they would resent having to 
pay an additional rate, equivalent to a 
shilling a week on their rent in order 
that machinery might be relieved from 
rates. Iam bound to offer my opposi- 
tion to the Second Reading of this Bill 
until I find where the burden is going 
to fall. I am sorry for this, because | 
am one of those opposed to any taxation 
of industry and food stuffs. It was 


stated by the hon. Member for 
Keighley that much of our trade 
was leaving this country in  con- 


sequence of the high assessment of 
machinery. The hon. Member has done 
avery good thing in saying that, because I 
have always understood that the conten- 
tion of hon. Gentlemen opposite was that 
trade was leaving the country because 
of the action of trade union agitators. 


(3.25.) Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, 
Stretford) : This is a rating question, and 
like all other rating questions it is rather 
technical and complicated. All L intend to 
do on the present occasion is to explain the 
Report of the Royal Commission, in which 
Theartily concur, and which, of course, 
was given in favour of the proposals con- 
tained in the Bill before the House. I 
should like to say at the outset that we | 
ought not to approach a rating question | 
from the point of view of rival interests | 
of rival industries—of whether one Party 
way suffer or another Party may gain | 
by a proposed alteration of local burdens. , 
Every change in local taxation must, of | 
course, make some alterations in the | 
incidence of the burden of local taxation. | 
The real point I would like to bring | 


before the House is not whether any | 
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particular interest or class will gain, but 
whether the proposal in the Bill is in itself 
a fair and reasonable solution of what un- 


problem, and whether it should be ac- 
cepted in that sense by passing the Second 
Reading of the Bill. The considerations 


which ought to weigh in the discussion of 


a Bill of this sort, and which certainly 
weighed very strongly with the Royal 
Commission, are two-fold. First of all, 
the law ought not to be left as it is at 
the present time. The Royal Commission 
had almost unanimous evidence that 
although judges of the highest capacity 
had attempted to make some definition 
of the existing law which would consti- 
tute a working scheme, they had not 
succeeded. The difficulty arose not from 
their want of power in defining legal 
principles, but because the subject in 
itself had been left by Parliament in such 
a vague condition that it was impossible 
to deal with it in a satisfactory manner. 
There have been a great many defini- 
tions, spread over a century or more, as 
regards what machinery ought or ought 
not to be rated, or taken into considera- 
tion in assessing the value of premises ; 
but the leading definition 
follows— 


is as 


“Tn ny the rateable value of pre- 
mises used as a factory, machinery placed on 
the premises fit for the particular trade or 
manufacture carried on there, and intended to 
remain there permanently, and the suitability 
of the premises for the machinery, ought to be 
taken into account as enhancing the value of 
the premises, though such machinery is not 
attached to the premises; but the machinery 
must not be separately valued, and a percent- 
age thereon added to the rateable value of the 
buildings.” 

Now, just conceive the difficulty of using 
that definition for practical purposes. 
If logically applied, it would include a 
hand-loom in a cottage, or a threshing 
machine on farm premises, because it is 
quite immaterial whether the machine 
has been brought into the premises by 
the tenant or the landlord. You might 
have two farms of which the natural 
ratable value was practically the same. 
On one of them you might have an 
excellent tenant, with a large amount of 
machinery, which he had introduced for 
the purposes of scientific farming, and 
because he intended to remain there 
permanently. Now, ought that farm to 
be rated very much higher, because the 
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tenant had introduced machinery, greatly 
to the advantage of everybody, than the 
other farm on which little or no machinery 
had been introduced? The difficulty in 
this case is not the difficulty as regards 
the textile industries, or the shipping 
industry, but the difficulty necessarily 
incident to the imperfect definition of 
what is fixed and movable machinery. 
Every member of the Royal Commission 
suggested that that ought to be put 
right in the form in which it has 
been brought before the House by this 
particular Bill. You cannot fairly allow 
the present condition of things to remain, 
because of the unfair way of applying 
the definition of machinery in various 
localities. The question is whether the 
solution of the problem proposed by this 
Billisa right one. I think it is a scandal to 
put the difficulty of applying thedefinition 
on to the assessment officers. It leads 
to their shirking the matter altogether, 
or to their decisions involving costly liti- 
gation. Fixed machinery and loose tools 
do not come into the question at all. 
But between these two categories there 
isan endless variety of machinery, and 
the difficulty is that all these varied 
kinds of machinery are dealt with for the 
purposes of rating on a theory which 
does not provide a sufficient definition to 
guide the rating authorities. 

There are two ways of cutting the 
Gordian knot in regard to rating law. 
The first is that all machinery, out- 
side loose tools, should be taken into 
consideration for rating purposes. That 
would be one possible solution of the 
difficulty which has to be met, but I 
think myself it would be an absolutely 
wrong solution. The difficulty has 
arisen from the fact that up to 1840 
machinery itself was rated, or largely 
rated, and it was not until 1840 we 
had the change which made stock-in 
trade no longer liable to rating. In 
my view, the difficulty which has arisen 
is because the change in the law in 
1840 was not fairly and properly applied 
as regards machinery, and machinery 
which per se was rated before 1840 
was afterwards indirectly and improperly 
reted. That was nothing more than 
doing indirectly what the law said was 
not to be done directly, and the difficulty 
has arisen because the courts have 
followed the decisions before 1840. Let 


Mr. ( Tipps. 
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to deal with this matter. Of course, 
if personalty was liable to rating—and 
1 wish it could be made _ liable, 
although the Royal Commission failed 
to discover any means by which it could 
be done—machinery, loose tools, and 
stock-in-trade ought also to be liable; 
but if personalty is not to be rated 
under the existing law, it is grossly 
unfair, in my opinion, to pick out a 
particular class of personalty, such as 
machinery undoubtedly is, and rate it. 
Although personalty generally is not 
rated, yet this important part of person- 
alty is picked out, and, in my opinion, 
improperly rated. Just let us test that 
for a moment, to see what are the 
illogical consequences of the existing 
law. If we were to try and alter it in 
the direction of making this machinery 
definitely liable to rating, it would mean 
that, instead of rating what may be 
called hereditament, you would rate 
the manufactory equipped for the 
purpose for which it was going to be 
used. But if you are going to rate 
an equipped manufactory, why should 
you not also rate an equipped, or in 
other words, a furnished house? I am 
not now talking: about pictures, or 
anything of that kind, but of beds and 
chairs and tables, which are just as 
necessary to enable a house to be used 
as machinery is to enable a manuiactory 
to be used. ‘To my mind, it is extremely 
unfair to ick out the manutacturer 
and put a special and exceptional burden 
upon him which is not put upon the 
ordinary householder. You must either 
have one principle or the other. You 
must either act on that principle, or 
you must keep to the narrower principle 
of only rating real property, and if 
you keep to that principle, the present 
law as regards rating machinery is 
wholly wrong and wholly inconsistent. 

I have already said a few words as 
regards what may be called the agri- 
cultural interest in this business. I 
dislike myself intensely the idea that 
there is any friction between rural and 
urban districts on what are called 
rating questions. There ought to be 
none, and it only arises, in my opinion, 
because we have not put straight some 
anomalies in our rating law. But 
suppose we apply the principle of an 
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Let us take a farm in which 
a great deal of machinery, 


farm. 
there is 
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equipped manufactory to an equipped | for and against this Bill. 


| 
| 


which, to use the words of the Lord | 


Chief Justice, is placed there for a 
particular business and intended to 
remain there permanently. Does any- 
one say that that machinery ought to be 
taxed? It has been said to. me that 
as regards this so-called permanent 
machinery, it does not belong to the 
landlord, but to the tenant. That is a 
great mistake. Such machinery is 
nearly always treated as a fixture, and 
when we are dealing with hereditaments 
and fixtures we do not know the land- 
lord and tenant principle at all. We 
look at the realty of a thing in order to 
apply the law as it ought to be applied. 
| do not wish to detain the House, but I 
would wish to ask whether these two 
reasons are not a sufficient justification 
tor the Second Reading of the Bill. The 
first is that owing to the necessity for 
definition, some change must be made, 
because it is wholly wrong to leave 
assessment committees and their officers 
under existing difflculties. That was the 
opinion of the Royal Commission, and 
| believe it is the opinion of everyone 
who has thought out this rating matter. 
Are you going to put on one particular 
form of personalty a liability to rating 
as distinct from all others ?- That appears 
to me to be grossly unfair. Secondly, if 
it is unfair, we must proceed in the 
direction of the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission which is contained 
in the provisions of this proposed Bill : 
that is to say, we must put machinery 


in our great manufactories on the same , 


footing as other personalty, and as long 
as other personalty escapes rating, so 
ought this machinery. We ought to 
take the simple test which the Bill 


/ works in Sunderland. 


proposes, namely, to rate fixed machinery, | 


which is really part of the hereditament, 
and therefore part of the realty in law, 
and not allow other machinery which is 
really personalty to have a_ special 
burden put upon it, especially with 
reference to our great industries and 
great manufactories. 


* (3.44.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN 
(Gateshead) : I have listened to, 


every speech which has been made 


| ever for such a suggestion. 
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Personally, 
if I were consulting my own interests, 


|I would support it, as I happen to be 


a pretty large ratepayer for engine 
But I look at 
this question from a broader standpoint, 
and not from a purely personal selfish 
motive. That being so, this Bill presents 
to me two phases—the legal and the 
practical. I do not profess to bea lawyer, 
nor shall | attempt to refute the remarks 
of the hon. and learned Member who has 
just sat down, but I will confine myself 
to certain eminent jurists who have given 
opinions on this question in years past. 
I will take the Chard case first. Isincerely 
hope I will not be out of order, Mr. 
Speaker, in mentioning your name, but 
I find it in the report of the trial— 


“Mr. Gully: The passage I am going to 
refer to your Lordships is that in which Lord 
Esher lays down—‘I believe that that case and 
all other cases will be found to come under 
this rule, that things which are on the premises 
to be rated, and which are there for the purpose 
of making and which make them (that is, the 
premises) fit for the particular purpose for 
which they are used, ought to be taken into 
account in ascertaining the value of the 
premises for rating purposes.” But there was 
an intermediate case where the machinery was 
not so fixed as to form part of the freehold, but 
the question was—Were the things requisite 
to make the premises suitable for a particular 
business, and so long as they were used for 
that purpose they would be rateable.” 


That is the legal decision of Lord Esher. 
Lord Justice Lindley and Lord Justice 
Lopes concurred. [ will not read the 
whole of their judgments, but Lord 
Justice Lindley said— 


‘“Now we are asked to fall back and say 
that nothing ought to be taken into account 
in ascertaining the rateable value of this 
property except that which is so physically 
attached that it becomes part of the land. It 
appears to me that the true test is that which 
the Master of the Rolls endeavoured to lay 
down.” 


Lord Justice Lopes said— 

“ It is said, however, that, although that may 
be the principle deducible from these long 
series of cases, it is a law which this court 
ought to overrule. I can see no ground what- 
It appears to me 
that these decisions are founded on good sense, 


| and are good law.” 


These are the decisions of legal luminaries 


| in connection with this question. 


I have 
heard during the speech of the hon. and 
learned Member some remarks about a 
house with its furniture being compared 
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to a manufactory and its machinery. | 
There is no comparison at all. That was 

brought in in the Chard case, and the 

same expressions were used then as have | 
been used today by the hon. and learned 
Member. But what did the Attorney- 
General say in reply ? 

“Furniture is not driven by shafting and 
engines. A factory is simply built in order 
that machinery may be used in it. A house 
is not built in order that a carpet should be 
‘ie down. It is put down, as a matter of fact, 

mut that was not the object with which the 
house was built.” 
That is a sufficient answer to all the legal 
quibbles we have heard today. I find, in 
a decision given the other day in a Court 
of Appeal, the Lord Chief Justice said— 

‘He thought it was a question of fact as to 
whether the presence of machinery enhanced 
the value of premises. The learned Recorder 
held that there should bo a special valuation, 
and that such valuation should be for each 
machine. He thought the valuation should 
not be separate, but that it should be based on 
how much the value of the premises had been 
enhanced by the presence of the machinery.” 
How can hon. Members get over that ? 
We have heard various definitions of 
movable, immovable, and fixed machinery. 
I am afraid that many hon. Members do 
not realise exactly what machinery is 
when it is fixed. A machine can be put 
down without any fixing at all. For 
instance, take a loom. I put many of 
them down myself, and they are never 
bolted to the floor at all. Take a punch- 
ing machine, or take an engine ina boat, 
which is only fixed by a few bolts and 
ean be lifted out. Go into a shipyard 
and see all the punching machines laid 
down. Their own weight keeps them in 
their place, and they are driven by 
electricity. Are these machines put 
down on the ground and not bolted not to 
be a rateable quantity ? I come now to a 
cotton factory. Take a spinning frame. 
That lies on the ground by its own 
weight, and the looms are also on the 
floor. 


Mr. HERBERT WHITELEY (Ashton- 
under-Lyne) : The looms are all fixed by 
bolts to the floor. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : All I can say 
is that I have put down hundreds in my 
early days, and | never bolted one of 
them. I do not know what looms 
the hon. Member is referring to, | 
but canvas looms are never fixed at all, | 


Mr. William Allan. 
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because they are driven from below and 
kept down by the tightness of the belt. 
But apart from that altogether, my point 
is—why should I, as one who runs 


machinery of a certain class, have to pay 


rates upon it, whereas the users of 
another class of machinery in spinning 
mills are exempt? We obey the law 
according as it has been laid down by 
Lord Esher. Who is it that is breaking 
5 
the law? I think I have shown that 
the legal aspect is perfectly clear; and 
that we are bound to rate machinery— 
whether it be a spinning frame, a power 
loom, or a punching machine. 
There is another aspect of the question. 
I have often heard of a Member of 
Parliament loving the working classes, 
especially when it comes to election 
times and when he is looking for votes. 
What is the position of the supporters of 
this Bill? There is a dead machine made 
of cast iron, or steel, or whatever it may 
be. There is also a man—a human 
machine—and you want to take taxation 
from the dead machine and put it on 
the man. That is what hon. Members 
want to do. {An Hon. MemBer: * No, 
no!”’]| Thehon. Member says ‘‘ No, no,” 
but will he tell me how he is going to 
get the money? You have not shown 
how you are to raise the money. That 
ought to be done, but it has not been 
done. If machinery were not rated, it 
would mean in my own town of Sunder- 
land ah increase in the rates of 4d. inthe 
pound. At Gateshead, which I have the 
honour of representing, and where nearly 
every working man owns his own house 
and works hard, morning, noon, and 
night, it would mean an increase in the 
rates of 5d. inthe pound. And, forsooth, 
hon. Members come here and ask to be 
relieved of their legitimate burdens. It 
is not fair, and it is not right. ‘The title 
of the Bill is not honest, because a good 
many Members thought that it proposed 
that machinery was to be rated. 


Now I come to the practical point of 
view. It is very strange that the textile 
trade has opposed every progressive mea- 
sure that has ever been introduced. It 
opposed the Factory Acts, the restriction 
of child labour, and now it wants to be 
relieved of its rates. Why should it be 
relieved, and the burden put upon work- 
ing men and working women in this 
country? That is not human progress. 
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That is not human weal. The manu- 
facturers want to make bigger dividends ; 
but Iam not afraid to pay my rates and 
take my chance, although others come 
to the House whining about foreign com- 
petition, and declaring that they will 
have to shut up their mills, and that 
Lancashire will be turned into a desert. 
{ should like to see these Gentlemens 
hank balances. I have no right to be 
asked to pay my rates if they are 
io escape. I have shown conclusively 
that the Lord Chief Justice, Lord 
Esher, Lord Justice Lindley, and Lord 
Justice Lopes are opposed to the 
principle of this Bill, and the contrary 
cannot be proved. Why have hon. 
Members introduced such a Bill? I 
could understand it, if they could show 
how the money was to be raised other- 
wise, without oppressing the working 
classes of this country. If this Bill 
passes, it will mean an increase in West 
Ham of 7d. inthe pound and in Battersea 
of 4d. in the pound. ‘That is not right. 
The House of Commons was never meant 
toput oppression on the working classes of 
this country. We in the North ef 
England are obeying the law according 
to the decision of the judges I have read, 
and I would appeal to hon. Members on 
both sides, in the interests of the benefit 
and the weal of the workers of this 
country, to reject this Bill. 
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*(3.56.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 


Brightside): After the highly dramatic 
character of the speech to which 
the House has just listened, hon. 


Members will, I am afraid, he indisposed 


to attend to the few dt. remarks I 
intend to make. Although I do not 
feel justified in voting against the 


Second Reading of this Bill, at the same 
time | am bound to say that unless it is 
very materially changed, or unless it is 
demonstrated that the evils apprehended 
from its adoption are unfounded, I shall 
feel it my duty, though w ith great 
reluctance, to oppose it assiduously at its 
later stages. If it be true that, under 
this Bill, costly plant which has been 
rated for years, and which is more 
valuable than the buildings which con- 
tain it, will be entirely exempt from 
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I do not think that the House would 
have any right to pass this Bill into law, 


and thereby transfer a burden from an 


industrial concerns to the shoulders of the 
poorer classes of ratepayers. I listened 


with great interest to the speech of the 


Yates, and ii in consequence, in certain | 


unions, the rateable value will be reduced | 
by no less than from 20 to 30 per cent., 


hon. Member for the Pudsey Division, 
because from it I detected a possibility 
of some agreement being arrived at at a 
later stage. He said it was a matter of 
definition, and if at a later stage some 
definition can be framed which would 
exempt machinery, which I think most 
of us would wish to see exempt, such as 
machinery in the textile industry, which 
is of very small value as compared 
with the structure which covers 
it, and would not exempt heavier and 
more costly machinery, that would, 
I believe, be a satisfactory solution. If 
this is impossible, I shall vote against 
the Bill at a later stage. I fully 
sympathise with the industries which 
are suffering from the great burden of 
local rates, and [ think that that burden 
ought to be largely reduced by imperial 
subventions. But, however that may be, 
I should not be justified in taking any 
part in supporting a Bill the result of 
which would be to lay heavy and grievous 


burdens upon the shoulders of other 
ratepayers. 
*(4.2.) SIR EDWARD STRACHEY 


(Somersetshire, S.): It so happens that 
I represent the part of the country 
concerned in the Chard case, to 
which reference has been made. Chard 
is a small borough of about 5,000 
inhabitants, in an “agricultural district. 
In his remarks on the Chard case, which 
is considered to be the test case in this 
matter, my hon. friend the Member for 
Gateshead no doubt did not wish inten- 
tionally to mislead the House. But when 
that decision was appealed against, the 
Assessment Committee did not venture 
to carry their case to the House of Lords, 
but a compromise was come to, by which 
the rating was reduced to a very great 
extent, this showing that the Chard 
Assessment Committee did not venture to 
enforce the extraordinary doctrine laid 
down by the then Master of the Rolls as 
regards the rating of movable machinery. 
The hon. Member for Gateshead, in his 


speech, suggested that hon. Members 
made very different speeches in the 


House from those they delivered before 
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their constituents. All I can say is that 
[, at any rate, am clear from that charge. 
I have no interest whatever except in the 
land: I have nothing whatever to do 
with any manufacture ; therefore it can- 
not be said that I am supporting a Bill 
which will put money into my pocket by 
exempting machinery from rates. The 
hon. Member argued that if any kind of 
machinery were put into a building, the 
value of that building would be increased, 
and that therefore the assessment should 
he increased. No doubt he was referring 
to large buildings and large machinery. 
But his argument would apply equally to 
sewing machines, and, if his doctrine 
were carried out, you ought to tax at a 
higher rate a cottage in which a woman 
has a sewing machine, because she is 
certainly making more money in _ that 


house than she would without the 
machine. ‘To a certain extent, indeed, 
that is being done at the present 
moment. In a small agricultural 
village in my own constituency, 
the sewing machines, thirty-six in 
number, used in connection with 


the gloving industry, have been put 
into an old stable. The girls head 
formerly been in the habit of doing 
the gloving in their own homes. But 
it was found more convenient that they 
should bring their own sewing machines 
on to their employers’ premises to be 
worked by a motor. In consequence of 
this removal, the Assessment Committee 
have nearly doubled the assessment. It is 
therefore ridiculous to say that this 


question applies only to the large 
industries of our great towns. If the 


present law is maintained, it wili strike 
at the small industries, such as that of 
gloving, and the chances are that they 
will be destroyed by excessive rating. 
Then I should like to look at the 
matter from the agricultural point of 
view. We are constantly having com- 
plaints from all over the country of 
the depopulation of the rural districts. 
We are told that we ought to revive 
village industries, and keep the people 
ontheland. There is no doubt that, owing 
to the large amount of land laid down 
in grass, it is much more difficult to get 
continuous employ ment on the land, both 
for the men themselvesandalso forthe boys 
and girls. But these village industries, 
Str Edward Strachey. 
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such as gloving, lace making and webb- 
ing, and so on, have a direct effect, 
It is a great advantage to the working 
men in these districts if their girls are able 
togo into these small factories or buildings 
and take their own sewing-machines, 
It keeps the population together; it 
keeps the people on the soil; and 
it certainly increases the amount of 
money going into the homes, because 
the girls can earn good wages. If, 
however, you shut up these factories 
by over-rating or over-assessing them, 
the girls will lose their employment, 
with the result that, a certain amount 
oi money being required to keep the 
home going, and the men not being 
able to get it owing to agricultural 
depression and bad prices, the men 
will be forced into the big towns, where 
they can get higher wages and find 
employment for their boys and girls. 
While the large factories might stand 
the increased rating, the small factories 
cannot. 


The hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Chester-le-Street Division stated that 
the Chambers of Agriculture were 
opposing this Bill. I think he must 
have been referring to the fact that the 
Council of the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture had again passed a resolu- 
tion opposing the Bill.) That is so; 
but, on the other hand, it is to be noted 
that many leading members of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture, who 
before opposed the Bill, have expressed 
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their intention of not opposing it this 
session. Only yesterday, the hon. 


Member for South Kent, who before 
opposed the Bill, announced his inten- 
tion of not opposing it; and I believe 
my hon. friend the Member for East 
Northamptonshire, who also opposed 
the Bill before, is now prepared to 
support it. I believe the ground 
on which they have come to that 
decision is this: that, as the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation have made 
it clear that a change is required 
in this matter, and that is they are pre- 
pared to support the Royal Commission 
generally, and to ask the House of 
Commons to make changes in the in¢i- 
dence of local taxation as regards agri 
cultural land, it would not be fair, they 
think, to pick and choose, to ask for relief 
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from rates on land, and at the same | 
time refuse to support that part of the 
Royal Commission’s Report which says 
that movable machinery ought not to 
be rated. One cannot help hoping that 
the Government will also not pick and 
choose in this matter. If they are 
going in the future to adopt the re-| 
commendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion on Local Taxation in order to give 
relief to the agricultural interest, they 
ought at the same time to give relief 
to the manufacturing interest, if it is 
unfairly taxed; they should treat all 
sides on the same footing. It has been 
urged that “you are relieving personal 
property.” Nothing of the sort. At 
the present moment, one kind and a 
very small percentage of personal pro- 
perty is taxed, while the rest is not. 
That is not fair. If it was proposed 
that all personal property should bear 
its equal together with realty of 
local rates, I should be the first to 
support the proposal, but until such 
a system is adopted I do not see the 
justice of taxing one form of personal 
property only. Ishall, therefore, heartily 
support the Bill. 


*(4.13.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.): I represent a_ district 
where it is the practice to rate 
machinery. During this debate, there 
has been placed in my hand a Return 


trom which I should like to quote 
a short passage. The rateable value 


of the county borough of West Ham 
is £1,200,000. The rateable value of 
premises within the county borough 
containing machinery, in addition to 
the plant used for first motive power, is 
just over £200,000. I am told, on the 
authority of our Borough Accountant, 
that if this Bill were passed, and the 
exemptions provided for allowed, the 
rateable value of that property would be 
reduced from £200,000 to £146,000, 
Inasmuch as a penny rate produced 
annually £5,000, we should need a 53d. 
rate to make good the loss so sustained. | 
The rate for the last half-year is 5s. 4d. | 
in the pound, and I haye to face the 
fact that if this Bill were adopted, the 
artisan population, the small  shop- | 
keepers, and all those outside the manu- | 
facturing class, would have to bear this 
additional burden of 54d. in the pound. | 
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The total rateable value of West Ham is 
£1,200,000, and the rateable value of 
the buildings containing machinery 
within the borough is just over £200,000. 
The passing of this Bill would reduce 
this last figure to £146,000, and to make 
up the difference would necessitate an 
extra rate of 53d. in the pound. If I stop 
there, I shall be driven to the conclusion 
that I ought to vote against the 
Second Reading of this Bill. But I do 
not think that that is by any means the 
end of the story. I have first to look at 
the influence of the present system upon 
the borough itself, and then I think one 
is bound to take more than a mere 
local view, and look at the question 
from a national point of view. What 
are the results of taxing our machinery 
as heavily as we are doing at the present 
time? We are at a disadvantage with 
the whole of our competitors in districts 
where machinery is not taxed. Tender 
after tender is thrown back at us 
because we cannot quote on the same 
terms with districts which are favoured 
in this matter: and whatever is done, 
there is one thing on which there can 
be no doubt—that one system, and one 
only, should prevail throughout the 
whole country, and that that system 
should be clear and well-defined, pre- 
senting no difficulties whatever to 
assessment committees, and giving every 
merchant and manufacturer full 
knowledge of what fate will befall the 
introduction of every new machine into 
his premises. 

Everyone in the same trade should be 
on a similar footing throughout the 
country, but they are not at the 
present time. We rate machinery, and 
the artisan does not bear the tax which 
otherwise he would do. But we shall 
not have the machinery to rate much 
longer at the rate we are going on; and 
the position I am forced into is that, in 
the interests of the artisans themselves, 
and in order to provide employment for 
the district, we must take care that we 
do not drive the machinery out of the 
country. The tale comes to me over 
and over again from my own district 
that it is more profitable to establish 
new developments abroad than at home. 
I believe that we are manufacturing 
a greater variety of articles in my con- 
stituency than inany county borough in 
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the kingdom. It is no uncommon 
practice amongst manufacturers in that 
district to have one depot at home and 
another abroad. In some cases part of 
the work is carried on in Germany, 
Belgium, and elsewhere, and part at 
home; and it is the fashion nowadays 
to turn firms into limited liability 
companies. It is also a common 
practice, when new machinery is to 
he laid down, to consider carefully 
whether it should be laid down in 
England or abroad, and the course 
which is being taken with alarming 
rapidity is to lay down new machinery 
abroad, where it will be free from objec- 
tionable restrictions. 
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In my own district in many cases it 
has been proved to be more profitable to 
establish new developments abroad than 
at home, and there are at this moment 
works being completed outside my own 
borough with the object of ultimately 
shifting from the district firms which 
have been established there for over a 
century, but who now find the existing 
taxation utterly intolerable, and they 
must go farther afield. The result of 
retaining such a system will be that the 
artisan will have to bear the existing 
taxation and the additional taxation, and 
he would have to bear it with a diminished 
chance of securing employment. What 
is it that we are lamenting day by day ? 
We are declaring that our manufacturers 
are slow to introduce the most modern 
machinery, and that our American com- 
petitors are going ahead of us at a rate 
which creates considerable alarm. Our 
competitors are going ahead because they 
are always ready to adopt improve- 
ments in machinery, and because they 
are always ready to take up every 
appliance which will increase the output 
and diminish the cost of production in 
any particular trade. Is it to be wondered 
at that our English manufacturers hesitate 
to introduce new machinery and carefully 
count the cost when some new invention 
is brought under their notice? They 
are bound to add up what it will cost to 
introduce new machinery and calculate 
what the local rate upon it will be, and 
consider what the margin of profit will 
be after those rates are paid. The rate 
in my district at the present time on the 
assessed value of every new machine 
brought into every one of those West 
Ham factories is 10s. in the pound. 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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The result of carrying the story a little 
bit farther than my hon. friend the 
Member for Derby carried it, draws me 
to the conclusion that I am bound to 
support the Second Reading of this Bill, 
in spite of the fact that I am the repre. 
sentative of a large industrial population, 
for it is in their interest that the work 
should remain in their own district, 
This drift of work abroad may not he 
going on in other parts of the country to 
the same extent as in my constituency. 
I know that it is well known in the 
House that this Bill cannot proceed any 
farther this year. It is not likely to be 
placed upon the Statute book this session, 
but my interest is not diminished in it 
on that account. I am glad that this 
debate has arisen and that this subject 
has been brought before the House, be- 
cause I want to impress strongly upon 
the Government the fact that they 
ought to take this question in hand. 
Such questions as rating and valuation 
ought not to be left for private Mem- 
bers to deal with. This is an Im. 
perial matter, and it is a question for 
the Imperial Government, which ought 
to be taken in hand by them boldly 
and without any further delay. We 
have been put off year after year, and we 
have been constantly told “You must 
wait for the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission.” The Royal Commission has 
reported, and it has recommended this 
course amongst other changes. ‘This is 
not the only change, and | want to see 
the whole of their recommendations put 
into force, for I can hardly think that 
the Royal Commission had in their mind 
the adoption piecemeal of their policy. 
Part of their policy was that certain local 
rates should be nationalised, that person- 


‘alty should bear its full share, and in 


particular that our School Board rate 
charge for popular education should be a 
charge upon the National Exchequer and 
not upon the local rates. I appeal to the 
President of the Local Government 
Board to look into the matter more 
closely than I gather he has done from 
his speech which is reported in the Press 


| this morning. 


\ 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, S.): There was no speech 


reported, for I made no speech. 
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say comments ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I simply re- 
ceived the deputation, and they put 
their case before me, and the remarks I 
made were simply in reference to their 
statements. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I am glad 
to hear this statement, because I 
gathered from the reports in the 


papers that the right hon. Gentleman 
was opposed to the passage of this 
Bill, and therefore I am delighted to 
have the assurance he has just given us. 
| hope we may have his actual opinion 
in the course of this debate. I have 
urged him to recommend the Govern- 
ment to deal with this question as a 
whole and without any unnecessary 
delay. There are many districts where 
bankruptcy is staring them in the face, 
if some of the factories are allowed to be 
removed, and West Ham may easily be in 
this position. My right hon. friend knows 
full well that we cannot maintain our 
position under present circumstances, and 
our future isin jeopardy. We seekrelief on 
lines which can be applied to the country 
asa Whole. I realise that not only will 
this be to the benefit of our own people, 
but also that you cannot impose this tax 
throughout the textile districts without 
inflicting great misery there. It is, 
however, our duty to deal with this 
question from a national and not a local 
point of view. As the hon. Member for 
Derby put it, I would gladly see the 
means of production exempt from taxation 
so hat, free and unfettered, our country 
may hold its own and secure comfort for 
the artisan population and prosperity for 
the country as a whole. 


* (4.27.) Mr. H. J. WILSON (York- 
shire, W.R., Holmfirth): Thisis by nomeans 
so simplea problemas has been represented. 
The question of personal interest has 
been introduced into this matter, but I 
may point out that my own constituency 
is divided in opinion upon this subject. 
When the hon. Member for Chester-le- 
Street was speaking, the hon. Member for 
Pudsey asked him to define “ machinery,” 
but when the hon. Member for Pudsey 
spoke he made no attempt himself to 
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excluded if this measure passes. 


of this Bill. 


/in the rates. 
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told by anybody what kind of machinery 
is to come under the operation or is to be 
In the 
Brightside Division of Sheffield there is a 
very large amount of heavy machinery, 
but it is not so attached, as I understand 
the term, to the soil or the buildings that 
it would be excluded from the operation 
A large hole is dug in 
the ground, and a large quantity of brick- 
work or concrete with iron rods coming 
up to the level of the ground is con- 
structed, and then very heavy machinery 
is serewed down upon that foundation. 
Nothing needs to be done to remove it 
except to loosen a few nuts and take it 
away, and I do not see how you are going 
to draw a distinction between machinery 
fixed in this way with bolts perhaps as 
thick as my arm, and the light machinery 
used so largely in Lancashire which is 
fastened with much smaller bolts. I will 
give two or three actual cases of the 
enhanced rateable value of buildings by 
reason of the machinery they contain. 
A small building, which is only rated 
at £15 a year, is increased to £41 a 
year, that is to say £26 is added. I 
will take one or two other cases. There 
is a case in which the building itself 
irrespective of machinery, has a ratable 
value of £90. By reason of machinery 
heing in it, there is an added value which 
makes it altogether three times as much. 
I take a larger building which has a rate- 
able value of £7,000. By reason of the 
value of the machinery the increase is 
over £20,000, making altogether nearly 
£28,000. In this Brightside position of 
the union of Shettield I find that buildings 
having a rateable value of £55,000 the 
added value created by the machinery is 
£77,000. The machinery, therefore 
represents 58 per cent. of the assessment, 
and the buildings only 42 per cent. The 
exemption of machinery from rating in 
this part of the union of Sheffield would 
increase the rates on the rest of property 
from 9s. in the £ to Ils. 3d. That is a 
very serious matter. I ought, however 
to say that this district does not comprise 
the whole of the Sheftield union, and I am 
unable to say what the increase in the 
rate would be if it were spread over the 
whole union. I[t would certainly be con- 
siderably more than the 4d. or 51d. in 
the pound mentioned by previous speakers 
as the probable amount of the increase 
The deficiency that would 


» . | . 
define machinery, and we have not been | have to be made up might amount to 
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£29,000 or £30,000, and the question | 


would be—Who is to find the money ? 
Obviously it must come from somewhere, 


and, therefore, I want to urge what 
has been urged by many others—that | 


the question should not be dealt with in 
this piecemeal way, and that the Govern- 
ment should take it up and see whether 
they could not find some way by which the 
rating system of the whole country could 
he harmonised without doing the gross 
‘injustice which [ think would be done in 
the district I live in if this Bill were 
passed. The manufacturers would gain 
£29,000, and they show no systems of 
deep poverty. They appear to be getting 
on very comfortably indeed. Some 


means should be found by which this 


| 


glaring anomaly would be removed, and | 


at the same time there should not be 
such an utter dislocation of rating 
would put a lot of money into the pockets 
of wealthy men and necessarily take it 
out of the pockets of those who are less 
wealthy. Iam told that is not intended 
to apply to the kind of machinery I am 
talking about. I do not know what is 


as 


intended. I know what is in the Bill: 
and I know that it must inevitably 
have that effect. If the Government 


would take it up in earnest they might be 
able to find some way in which the 
change could be brought about possibly by 
a somewhat gradual method, which would 
not cause the same inconvenience as must 
necessarily be caused if the bill 
passed in the form in which it is now 
presented. 


WALTER 
I have 


LONG: It 
anything to 
been said on either 
side that I now take part in the 
debate. It is because I am _pre- 
pared to announce on behalf of His 


(4.36.) Mr. 
is not because 
add to what has 


were | 


Majesty’s Government that we do not | 


propose to take any action different from 
that which has been taken by all previous 
Governments on this question. The 
question has always been left to the 
House to decide ; and I do not propose 
to advise the House to take any different 
line to-day. Appeals have been made to 
the Government that they should take 
this particular matter up and deal with 
it as part of the revision of the whole 
system of valuation and assessment. On 
the general question | would express the 
opinion that if Parliament is to be asked 


to give direction to assessment authorities | 


Mr. H. J. Wilson. 
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it should be in the form of a Bill altering 
the assessment authorities of the country, 
and seeking to secure uniformity amongst 
them, rather than by trying to define w hat 
shall be rated and what shall not be rated, 
It seems to me that the very interesting 
debate to which we have listened has f: len 
very short of what those of us who have 
been anxiously waiting to get some in- 
formation might naturally have e expected, 
We have heard agr eat deal on both sides as 
to rating from hoa. Members representing 
certain districts. Earlier in the: afternoon 
we on this side of the House had the 
monotony of the proceedings relieved by 
a lively conflict as to whether some hon, 
Members who had spoken were entitled 
to represent the North of England. Be that 
as it may, nobody represents a particular 
district in a matter of this kind. The 
3ill is supported by hon. Members 
who represent constituencies where they 
believe injustice is being done by the 
rating of machinery. On the other hand, 
where the local assessment committees do 
not rate machinery, and where there is 
no feeling of injustice at present, the 
Bill is supported in some because 
it is believed that if this legislation is 
not passed the example of the other 


cases, 


districts will be followed throughout 
the country. It is opposed by those who 
naturally and rightly hold that if this 


sill passes and gives relief to those who 
now pay rates, the money they pay must 
be paid by somebody else. I am_ not 
going to depart from the rule I have 
laid down, the rule followed by my 
predecessors, and attempt to influence 
the House on one side or another. 

My duty, it seems to me, is to briefly 
summarise the facts for and against the 
Bill, and leave the House to decide 
whether they think this change is one 
which it would be right to make, I am 
bound to emphasise the fact that there is 
no intention on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government to propose now, or at any 
future time, that the gap left by the 
exemption of machinery from rating 
will be filled by contributions from the 
Imperial Exchequer. It is not alleged 
that this machinery, which is rated i 
certain places, does not form a_ very 
important part of the premises in respect 
of which it is rated, but it is urged that 
the machinery is rated as it ought not to 
be rated. I cannot admit that there is 
any doubt as to the law. The direction 
to assessment committees is perfectly 
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clear. The direction to the assessment | 
committees is to make such an assessment | 
as is in their opinion fair, based on the 
rent which the hereditaments would let | 
for. The assessment committees now 
take the property as they find it. No one 
has shown that premises, say in Norwich, 
of equal value and character to premises 
in another town where machinery is not 
rated, are assessed higher. No individual 
ease of hardship has been advanced, 
except by the hon. Member for North- 
West Ham, and in the hon. Gentleman’s | 
statement I cannot help thinking there is 
some element of exaggeration. At all 
events, I have never “heard that the 
disasters which many foresee impending | 
over British industry are caused or 
accentuated by the fact that in some parts 
of England machinery of a movable 
character is rated. But if the House see 
ft to adopt the Bill today, they must 
do it bearing in mind the fact that a very 
large amount of rates is now produced 
from property which would cease to be 
rated if this Bill became operative, and 
that that money will have to be found by 
somebody, and that it will not be found 
out of the Imperial Exchequer. Other 
classes of property, therefore, will have to 
pay the rates now paid by machinery ; 
and of that fact I wish to remind hon. 
Members as plainly and forcibly as I can. 

It is twelve years since I first took part 
ina debate on this question from the 
Treasury Bench. On that occasion I 
spoke both from the Local Government 
Board point of view, and also from the 
point of view of an agricultural Member, 
as I then was. I felt bound then, as an 
agriculturist, to offer my opposition to 
the Bill upon two grounds. The first 
ground [ have already stated ; and the 
second is that, if an extra charge has to 
be borne by one class of property as 
distinet from another, | was not prepared 
to let agriculture take over the extra share. 
[admit that from the agricultural point 
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of view the case has materially im- 
proved, because the passing of the) 
Agricultural Rating Act has largely | 


removed the grievances of agricultural 
ratepayers in regard to the incidence of 
rating. Therefore I will not now dwell | 
upon the position of agriculture. I had | 
also on a recent occasion to approach | ; 
this question from the point of view of 
the general principles of local taxation, 
and from that point of view I would 


| 
| 
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dealing with local taxation, 


‘itas a whole ; 


of being removed from 
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say a few words. Appeals have been 
made to the Government to take up 
this question. My hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for North West Ham made a forcible 
appeal, and expressed regret, if he did 
not complain, that we had not already 
dealt with the question. I am sure that 
friend will admit that we 
already have enough legislation on hand 
for this session. The Government, in 
would, I 
think, be compelled to approach it from 
a general point of view, and to deal with 
and I regard with some 
apprehension proposals to deal with part 
of the question in a somewhat novel 
way. The hon. Member for Gateshead, 
in a very animated speech, pointed out 


‘that the effect of the Biil would be to 


exempt certain machinery from rating, 


‘and that therefore it ought to be called 


a Rating Exemption Bill. But that 
involves a novel practice. Hitherto it 
has been left to assessment committees 
to decide what should be the basis of 
their assessment. Now it is proposed, in 
the interest of the owners of a particular 
class of property, to enact that certain 
machinery shall not be rated, and we 
are told that legislation of that kind will 
prevent litigation. But are the pro- 
moters of the Bill certain that in avoid- 
ing existing dangers and difficulties they 
are not running the risk of dangers at 
least as great by their new legislation ? 
They proposed that machinery capable 
the premises 
without necessitating the removal of any 
part of the hereditament should not be 
rated. It is, however, easy to conceive of 
machinery of a very valuable kind which 
can be taken in and out of premises 
without any alteration of the premises 
at all. On the other hand, there may 
be machinery of a heavier character 
which would require considerable altera- 
tion to the premises before it could be 
taken inor out. That heavier machinery 
would be liable to be rated, whereas the 


/machinery producing the larger revenue 


would be exempt. That does not appear 
to me to be a satisfactory solution of the 
difficulty. 


Moony is not really a national question ; 


is a question of injustice as 
Lane people in districts where 
machinery is rated and people in 


districts where machinery is not rated 
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It is essentially a local 

which can be dealt with 

people in the localities and by their 


representatives. 
ratepayers in a particular district that 
they should be rated in a particular way. 
They send their own representatives to 
the assessment committee, and if they 
are not satisfied, either with their own 


assessment or that of their neighbours, | 
they can appeal; and if they still dis- 
approve they can turn out the assess- | 


ment committee. Therefore I do not 


think it is quite right to regard this as a | 


national question. Further, it is only in 
a limited number of cases where this 
machinery is rated; and consequently it 
is only a question between different parts 
of the same country. I can understand 
the grievance of the hon. Member for 
Norwich, who contends that in Norwich 
they have to pay an extra 
machinery, and that therefore 
cannot compete with their neighbours 
who do not, pay that rate. 


{COMMONS} 


It is no injustice to the | 


rate on | 
they | 


That is not, 
a national question, but a question be- | 


tween the people of Norwich and the | 


people in places where machinery is not 
rated. The hon. Member’s argument 
tended to this—not that there should be 
exemption from rating of different kinds 
of machinery, but that the principle which 
applies in Norwich should be applied all 
over the country. This is essentially a 
local question, which can be dealt with 


by the people themselves in the localities | 


and by their representatives. It is not 
a ease in which the Government can take 


up the Bill and deal with it themselves ; | 


because, if they did not make up the 
deficit which would be created, there 
would be the strongest opposition from 
all parts of the country, and they would 
be told they ought to make up the deficit 
out of the Imperial Exchequer. That is 
a proposal which the Government are 
not prepared to make. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh,  £.): 
Why? You did it in the Agricultural 
Rating Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have already 
told the House that the Government 
adopted that policy because they believed 
the incidence of rating upon a particular 
class of property was unjust, and that they 


were contributing altogether out of propor- | 
It has not been sug- accustomed to receive from the respective 


tion to their ability. 
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question, | were rated beyond their means. I confess 
by the) there is a great deal to be said for and 


| against the Biil, but the Government are 
absolutely neutral in the matter. I ean- 
not hold out any hope that the passing 
of the Bill would impose on the Govern. 
ment the obligation of giving it any 
further assistance this session. The Gov- 
/ernment have quite enough to do of their 
own without adding to their programme, 
and however pathetic the appeal may be, 
they would have to turn a deaf ear to it. 


(4.58.) Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale): I am very anxious that the 
House should come to a decision, but I 
wish to call attention to one or two mis- 
understandings which were patent in the 
course of the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. The 
right hon. Gentleman assumed that all 
machine makers and machine users are 
at the present time taxed according to 
law for rating purposes ; and that this 
taxation is practically universal through- 
out the country, though on different 
scales and under different rules. [ 
should also like the right hon. Gentle- 
man to understand that we are not seek- 
ing by legislation to prevent an entirely 
new and unaccustomed tax being placed 
on machinery of all kinds. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am afraid 1 
cannot accept either of these interpreta- 
tions of my speech. 


Mr. MATHER: For the last sixty 
years, and, in fact, ever since the Act of 
1840 was passed, we have been prepared 
to take the Jaw as it is interpreted by the 
common sense of the country, and by the 
common action of the assessment commit- 
tees throughout England, Scotland, and 
Wales. We haveno desire to alter the law. 
We pay our tribute as manufacturers to 
the general taxation of the locality in 
entire conformity with the interpretation 
of the law since 1840. The difficulty has 
arisen by the intrepretation which has 
been recently put by certain judges on 
the law, though not by the common 
sense of the country. On all the 


| occasions on which this Bill has passed 


its Second Reading, we have been 


gested in this case that these industries Governments of the day a certain 


Mr. Walter Long. 











col 
as 
Ge 
the 
iro 
ela 
ma 
inc 
wil 
loe 
juc 
giv 
ass 
tha 
the 
wil 
by 
“A 
too 
on 
mu 


eco 


adc 
to 
ma 
to 
tha 
Sa r 
wh 
of 
con 
else 
con 
tho 
Th: 
dec 
by 
eno 
be 
sho 
to € 
rive 
hor 
tha 
Rea 


\ 





416 


fess 
and 
are 
‘an- 
ing 
rn- 
any 
(OV- 
1eir 
me, 
be, 
) it. 


ire, 
the 
it I 
nis- 
the 
on. 
Che 

all 
are 

to 
his 
gh- 
ent 


tle- 
ek- 
rely 
ced 


id | 


eta- 


xty 
t of 
red 
the 
the 
nit- 
and 
aw. 
; to 


‘ion 
has 
has 


10n 
the 
sed 
een 
ive 
ain 





1417 Rating of 
amount of benevolence, and they have 
not interfered with the option of the 
House in passing this measure. I am 
sorry that on this occasion the right 
hon. Gentleman has given a lead to the 
opposition to the Bill, which I have no 
doubt will be taken full advantage of. 
| do not suppose that any words of mine 
will alter the effect of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s words on the House, but ! 
should like to say that it is impossible to 
conceive such an alteration taking place 
as that mentioned by the right hon. 
Gentleman, or that in certain districts 
the burden of taxation will be shifted 
from the manufacturers to the working 
classes. The passing of this Bill will 
make no difference whatever in the 
incidence of taxation. Manufacturers 
will continue to pay the same rates to 
local government. Owing to the recent 


judgments, encouragement has _ been 
given to assessment committees to 


assess each machine individually, and if 
that practice is continued, nine-tenths of 
the industries throughout the country 
will have to bear a burden not carried 
by any other industry with which | am 
acquainted, If all the small machines, 
tools, and appliances required to carry 
on a scientific industry nowadays, with 
wueh greater precision and much greater 
economy than was thought of sixty vears 
ago. are to be taxed, it will place an 
additional embargo on these industries, 
to the disadvantage of the English 
manufacturer. I would urge the !louse 
to pass this Bill for the simple reason 
that it will prevent a large and unneces- 
sary burden being put on manufacturers 
who are already paying their fair share 
of local taxation. It will not alter the 
condition of things on the Tyneside or 
elsewhere. Buildings, and what they 
contain, will be valued as they are today, 
though not each individual machine. 
That is all that is asked for. If the 
decisions recently given are to be adopted 
by assessment committees, then an 
enormous amount of money will have to 
be raised by the manufacturers, who 
should have every relief they can, in order 
toenable them to compete with their 
rivals all over the world. I earnestly 
hope the House will look at the Bill in 
that broad spirit and give it a Second 
Reading. 
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/amounted to £139,708,000. 


Machinery Bill. 


* Mr. CHAPMAN rose in his 
place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put ;” but Mr. SPEAKER 
withheld his assent, and declined then to 
put that Question. 
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Debate resumed. 


(5.8.) Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale): I am one of those, 
and I think there are many others 
outside the House, who would wish 
to see the industries of this country 
relieved as far as possible from the 
burden of taxation. I certainly wish 
to see the manufacturer and the agricul- 
turist relieved ; but how can it be done ? 
If the view of the President of the Local 
Government Board be correct, that 
machinery can only be relieved at the ex- 
pense of the ratepayer, I certainly should 
not vote for this Bill ; but U believe there 
are other shoulders who can very much 
better bear the burden than manufae- 
turers. The looker-on perhaps sees most 
of the game. I am not a manufacturer, 
and I represent a constituency where 
there are no manufactures, but where 
there is a very strong objection indeed 
to paying rates. My constituents are 
perfectly right, and [ entirely sympathise 
with them in that respect; and if the 
efiect of this Bill would be to put the 
burden on other sections of the com- 
munity I would very strongly oppose it. 
But | do not believe that that need be 
the case. I welcome this Bill and the 
from which it comes. It comes 
from a more or less Free Trade source, 
and yet it is a Bill to protect the manu- 
facturers by relieving them of part of 
their machinery rates. I am one of those 
who believe that the British manufacturer 
and the British agriculturist should be 
helped, and I think it is perfectly possible 
to help them without putting any addi- 
tional burden whatever on the rateyayers 
of the country. Many of my constituents 
think they are paying rates which might 
well be regarded as Imperial charges, 
and my constituents are not singular in 
that respect. Let me look at this Bill 
from a manufacturer’s point of view. I 
have in my hand a statement carefully 
prepared from the Board of Trade Returns 
for the year 1890, and it shows that our 
imported manufactures in that year 
Nearly all 
of that was in competition with British 

3G 


source 
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labour. I am in favour of every possible time. As a result of recent decisions 
exemption from taxation in the interests there have been frequent appeals 


of the industries of this country, and for 
that reason I will support the Bill. 


* Mr. CHAPMAN again rose in his 
place and claimed to move ‘ That the 
Question be now put ;”” but Mr. SPEAKER 
withheld his assent, and declined then 
to put that Question. 


Str HENRY BULLARD(Norwich) : My 
constituents are very much interested in 
this question, and I am sure I am doing 
my duty to them in saying a few words 
in favour of it. Not only from the 
factory owners in Norwich, but also from 
the factory employees I have received 
urgent appeals to support this measure. 
Norwich is peculiarly situated in 


in connection with this matter, and 
I am told that if these appeals go on, 
something like £20,000 or £30,000 w ill 
have to be expended by the manufacturers 
in defending their interests. What w e€ as 

traders say, is that the House of eam 
should make a law which should be the 
law for all the land. We do not think 
that we should be required to spend large 


/sums of money in defending the question 


as to whether we have machinery fixed 
or not, and I regret very much that the 
Government have not seen their way to 
give the proposals of this Bill a leg up, 
so to speak, and to help the measure 
heing passed into law this session. 


(5.13.) Question put. 


being the metropolis of an agricul- 
tural district, and agriculture is not, The House divided :—Ayes, 182 ; Noes, 
what is called booming at the present 145. (Division List No. 94.) 
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M’ Kean, John 
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M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Montagu, Hon..J. Seott (Hants. 
Mooney, John J. 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morton, Arthur H.A. (Deptford 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 


(5.27.) Main Question put. 


Ave-Gardner. James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John ; 
Allen. CharlesP.(Glone..Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. : 
Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, Sir John 





Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, Jolin George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..I.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, M jo Georve Edward 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur . 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Caine, William, Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Dei byshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlayne, 'f. (S’thampton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


{COMMONS} 


Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Pease Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patriek Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


Randles, John 8S. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Round, James 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lient.-Col Thos. Myles 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon. Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Soames, Arther Wellesley 


135. 


AYES, 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton 
Crossiey, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dixon-Hartland SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 


Emmott, Alfred 

Farqubarson, Dr. Eobert 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Maner 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


Galloway, Willian Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn J.E.(Elging& Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hall, Edward Marshall 


| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hardie,.J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 


The House 
(Divisi 
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Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Sullivan, Donal 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell(Birm. 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wnm. H. (Yorks.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir James Joicey and Mr. 
H. C. Smith. 


divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 
ym List No. 95.) 


Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hav, Hon. (‘laude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, lit. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Knowles, Lees 


Law rence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Logan, John William 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 


Maccona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Malcolm, lan 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 


, Mather, William 


Maxwell, Rt Hn. SirH E(Wigtn 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Nicol, Denald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Oir-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Partington, Oswald 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut- Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


eg R. 

Reid, James a rreenock) 
teid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Henry Charles 


{9 APRIL 1902} 
olleston, Sir John F. L. 


C. | Runciman, Maa 


Russell, T. 
Ratkorkerd, John 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

| Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
| Spencer, Rt Hu. R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 





Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge | 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda). 
Acland-Hood,( apt.Sir Alex F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead. ) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

sull, William James 

Burns, John 
Butcher, John 


Biake, 


George 


Cuupbell, John (Armah, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Claney. John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Coilings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North. ) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 


Delany, William 
Donelan, _ A. 
Doogan, P. C 


Edwards, Frank 

Elliott, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Furness, Sir C hristopher 


arate, William 
Cilhooly, James 


Gordon, . Pin, 8.) 
Gore, maa RA ‘. Ormsby- (Salop | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Thornton, Perey M. 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
NOES. 

Grant, Corrie 

Green, Walford D.(Wednesb ry 

Gunter, Sir Robert 


Hammond, John 
Harris. Frederick Leverton 
Havden, John Patrick 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodve,1 
Hobhouse. ©. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
| Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, FE. 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West. ) 
Horniman. Frederick John 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jetireys. Arthur Frederick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyee \ Michael 
Kennaway. ht. Hn. SirJohn H. 
Lambert. Greorge 

| Lawson. John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder. Gerald Walter Erskine 

| Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(Kent. 
Lucas. Col. Francis (Lowestoft. 


tobert Trotter 


| Vincent, 


Wallace, 


! 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Robert 

t- alrond.RtHn.Sir. WilliamH. 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 

White, George (Norfolk) 


Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew | Whiteley, George(York, W.R.) 


White ley. H( Ashton und. Lyne 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson, 


Murray | 


| O Dowd, 
| O'Kelly, J 
| O'Malley, 


Wilson, 
Wilson. 


A.Stanley (York,E. R. 
John (Falkirk.) 
Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Chapman and Mr Holland. 


O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork.) 

O’Brien, Patrick (Nilkenny.) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O’Connor,-James (Wicklow, W. 

John 

ames( Hoscommon,N 

William 

O'Shaughnessy P. J 

O'Shee, James Jobn 

Palmer.George Wm. (Reading) 
“ee: 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt a 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price. Robert Jolin 


| Priestley, Arthur 


Randles Jolin %. 


| Reddy, 


Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell. Dr. Mark A. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MaecVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Calmont,Col. H.L.B. (Cambs 
| M‘ Kean, John 
| M‘Kenna. Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
| Montagu,Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 


Mooney. John J. 

| Moore, W a & Antrim, N.) 
| Morton, Edw... ae | 
| Murphy, Joke. 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry.) | 


| Nannetti, « Joseph P. 
Nicholson, W ‘iam Graham 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South.) 


| Tomkinson, 


| Wilson, 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Robinson, 
Robson. William Snowdon 
Round, James 

Sackville, Col, S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertifort,East.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich. ) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


James 


Brooke 


Walion, Joseph (Barnsley. ) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
' Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir James Joicey and Mr. H. 

C. Smith. 
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3ill read a second time. Supply, for the reason that, as the new 
, é ; , ; | proposals with regard to Questions only 
P Motion made, and Question proposed, | appeared on the Paper this morning 
That the Bill be committed to the | : oe 
Ream ‘ . _.» | probably hon. Members would like a 
Standing Committee on Trade, &c.”— | f. : . 
(Mr. Chapman.) little more time to consider them than 
neta init | would be given if we commenced the 
Debate arising ; and, it being after half- | discussion on them tomorrow. 


past Five of the clock, the debate stood | Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) asked 
adjourned. | whether, if the right hon. Gentleman the 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday | Chancellor of the Exchequer was likely 
next. to be still indisposed on Monday, the 
STANDING COMMITTEE (CHAIRMEN’S "8ht hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
PANEL). the Treasury would afford some further 
Siz JAMES FERGUSSON reported |‘mformation on Friday as to further 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had Jd nama 
appointed Mr. John Ellis to act as Chair-, Mr.\A. J. BALFOUR said he hardly 
man of the Standing Committee for the understoodthe hon. Gentleman. He had 
consideration of Bills relating to trade (in- | already said they might, with confidence, 
cluding agriculture and fishing), shipping, expect his right hon. friend the Chan- 
and manufactures, in the place of Sir ¢ellor of the Exchequer to return on 


Thomas Esmonde. Monday. 
Report to lie upon the Table. *Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. Thanet) said he apprehended that the 
On the Motion for adjournment, suspension of the Twelve o'clock Rule on 


Monday was only a precautionary mea- 
sure on the part of his right hon. friend 
with a view to avoiding revenue diffi- 
culties and not with any idea of a late 
sitting. He, however, wished to know 
whether it would be so arranged that 
the general discussion could |e continued 
upon a subsequent Resolution in order to 
avoid any risk of urgent revenue 
arrangements being retarded. 


* THe FIRST LORD ortHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.) in 
moving the adjournment of the House, 
said: | have to announce with mnch 
regret that my right hon. friend, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will be pre- 
vented by indisposition from moving the 
Budget tomorrow. But I understand 
that we may, with confidence, expect 
his return to the House on Monday ; pote 
and on that day, therefore, i shall move Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
to suspend the twelve o’clock rule, and necessary to move the suspension of the 
the Budget will be taken on that day Twelve o'clock Rule for the reason, as 
and also on the day following. This his right hon. friend was aware, that 
leaves tomorrow and Friday vacant, and | certain operations had to be performed 
I think it will probably be forthe general on the very night on which the Budget 
convenience that we should take the Statement was made. 


Rules of Procedure on those days. *Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he asked 

Sir H. GAMPBELL-BANNERMAN the question because last year an arrange- 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. ™ent was entered into with regard to 
Gentleman say what Rules will be taken the matter, and faith was not kept 
on those two days, because some of them OWing to some misapprehension, while 
are fresh, and some, so to speak, are half the Chairman refused to allow the under- 
consumed, and it would be convenient standing to be carried out. 


to know which we are to deal with. Me. A. J’ BALFOUR said he had no 
© Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. specific recollection of the matter to 
Gentleman has accurately described the which his right hon. friend was alluding, 
position. I think that we should finish but on this question there should be no 
the Rule we were on when we separated | misunderstanding this year. 

last night. Then it would be convenient | Adjourned at twenty minutes before 
to go on with the Rule dealing with | Six o’elock, ~* 
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1429 Petitions. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 10th April, 1902. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the | 
House of the unavoidable absence of the | 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 





CRIMINAL AND PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) ACT 
MENT OF MR. TULLY, M.P. 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
that he had received the following letter 
relating to the imprisonment of Mr. 
: Jasper Tully 
q ‘The Victoria Hotel, Sligo, 
3 “8th April, 1902. 


LAW 


oe ee 


The 





: “ Sir, 


* this day sentenced Mr. Jasper Tully, a Member 
of the House of Commons, to imprisonment for 
fourteen days for having been a principal party 
in an unlawful assembly, and I have made him 
a first-class misdemeanant. 
‘*T have the honour to be, 
* Your faithful servant, 
*©Wwo. O'Connor Morris, 
**County Court Judge and 
** Chairman of Quarter Sessions.” 


ry eee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order | 


Vee COPIA I AE 4404 FARE 


ct? 


» 


L No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 

i London and North-Western Railway 
: Bill. 
f Ordered, That the Bill be read a| 


second time. 


Pre 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER 
BILL (Kine’s Consent SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time and passed. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


(Kine’s ConsENT SIGNIFIED). 
Read the third time, and passed. 


TICEHURST WATER BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


VOL, CV. [FouRTH SERIES. | 
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‘“‘T have the honour to inform you that I have | 
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PETITIONS. 
FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 


| 

| WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
| Petition from Camborne, in favour ; to 
| lie upon the Table. 


| GROCERS’ CERTIFICATES 
(No. 2) BILL. 


| Petition from: Cathcart, 
_ lie upon the Table. 


(SCOTLAND) 


in favour ; to 


(1887) — IMPRISON. | 


| HONORARY FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from St. Pancras, 

to lie upon the Table. 


in favour ; 


| LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Govan, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Cathcart, in favour ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


| 

| LICENSING BILL. 
| Petitions in favour: From Hackney 
|(two); Bradford ; Liverpool; Redruth ; 
Pocklington ; Peterborough ; Chester-le- 
| Street; Wolsingham ; Southwell; New- 
port and Cowes : Luton ; and Amblecote ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Govan, in favour ; 
| upon the Table. 


; to lie 


| MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 

| Petition from Guthlaxton, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
| Petitions in favour:—From Cathcart 

| and Dunkeld ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 


Petition from Glossop, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


3H 














1431 Returns, {COMMONS} Reports, dc. 1439 
RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. SOUTH AFRICA. 

Petitions against: From Atherton; Copy presented of Report from Lieu. 

Leeds; Morpeth; Ashington; Isle of | tenant-General Lord Methuen on the 


Thanet; Wheatenhurst; Hemsworth; action that took place near Tweebosch 
Cardiff ; Hunslet ; and Kettering; to lie | on the 7th March, 1902 [by Command]; 


upon the Table. | to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. ’ MINES AND QUARRIES. 
Petitions in favour: From Boston; _ Copy , presented of Reports of His 
and Hackney ; to lie upon the Table. Majesty's Inspectors of Mines for the 


year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. the Table. 


Petition from Scottish Sabbath Pro- Pe Fe OPTS 
tection Association, in favour; to lie FISHERY STATISTICS. 
upon the Table. Copy presented of Report of the Inter. 
Departmental Committee appointed to 
ie a as be inquire into the system of collecting 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Fishery Statistics in England and Wales, 
and to report how it could be improved 
COUNTY COURT VALUERS (IRELAND), and extended ; together with Minutes of 
Evidence and Appendices [by Com- 


Return [presented 9th April| to be 


+ : ie Ts 
printed. [No. 132.] mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) | EDINBURGH MUSEUM OF SCIENCE 
(VISITING COMMITTEES). AND ART. 
Paper [presented 9th April] to be Copy presented of Report on the 
printed. [No. 133.] Edinburgh Museum of Science and Art 
TREATY SERIES (No. 9, 1902). for the year 1901, by F. Grant Ogilvie, 


Copy presented of Agreement additional "A [by Command]; to lie upon the 


tothe Convention of 18th December, 1888, 
relative to the Exchange of Money Orders 
between the United Kingdom and Bel- LAND) 
gium. Signed at London, 5th March, ’ et aan 

1902. Ratifications exchanged at Lon- , “PY presented of Eighth Annual 


don, 19th March, 1902 [by Command]; Report to the Secretary for Scotland by 
ge ‘ : > the Commissioners and ‘Trustees of the 


Board of Manufacturers in Scotland, 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | being for the year ending 30th September, 


Copies presented of Diplomatic and | 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. Table. 
2760 and 2761 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. WINES IMPORTED. 
2 | Return presented relative thereto 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS [ordered 27th January ; Mr. Thomas 
verueaped P | Dewar|,; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
_ Copy presented of Diplomatic and | printed. [No. 134.] 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, | 
No. 575 [by Command]; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


NATIONAL GALLERY, ETC. (SCOT- 


to,lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
| Co resented of Treasury Minute, 
EGYPT NO. 1 (1902). | dated 5th April, 1902, icine that 
Copy presented of Reports by His | William Soanes, assistant letter carrier, 
Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General on | Post Office, was appointed without a 
the Finances, Administration, and Con-| Civil Service certificate through in- 
dition of Egypt and the Soudan in| advertence on the part of the head of 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the his Department [by Act]; to lie upon 
Table. ' | the Table. 
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4433 Questions. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 


Second Reading deferred from Tuesday 
next till Wednesday next. 


MORAY FIRTH FOREIGN TRAWLEBRS. 
Return ordered “showing the names 
and nationalities of Foreign Trawlers 
observed by Fishery Cruisers working in 
the Moray Firth for each year since 
September 1898.” —[ Mr. /Veir.} 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 2) Bill."—[ Mr. Gerald Balfour. | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 3) Bill.” [ Vr. Gerald Balfour. | 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS). 

Return ordered, “of Statement of the 
number of Paupers relieved on the 1st 
day of January, 1902; and similar State- 
ment for the Ist day of July, 1902 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 73 of Session 1901).”—{Mr. Grant 
Lawson. | 


(3.35.) QUESTIONS. 


South African War—Peace Negotiations. 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I gave notice to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of | 
State for War that I would ask him 
whether he had any information to give 
to the House in regard to events in 
South Africa. 
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General Botha. Mr. Steyn and Come 
mandant General De Wet, with General 
Delarey and three members of the late 
Orange Free State Government, have 
also proceeded to Klerksdorp, where 
they arrived yesterday. No communica- 
tions have been received from the Boer 
leaders except in relation to the grant of 
safe conduct to those taking part in the 
conference. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Government pro- 
pose to banish Mr. Schalk Burger and 
those who have accompanied him after 
their period of safe conduct expires, and 
wil he state how long that period has 
still to run. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN) : 
I do not know whether safe conduct has 
been given for any fixed period, but it 
will no doubt be extended so long as the 
negotiations are in progress. At its 
close the delegates will be entitled to 
return to their respective districts, and 
no question of banishment will arise at 
this stage. 


Mr. BLACK: Shall I be in order in 


asking a supplementary (Question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That depends upon 
what it is. 


Mr. BLACK: Then I will ask whether, 
after Mr. Schalk Burger and his col- 
leagues have returned through our lines, 
they will be subject to banishment should 
they again fall into our hands. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If the pro- 
clamation remains in force. 


Expenditure of Ammunition. 
Mr. BLACK : I beg to ask the Secre- 


‘tary of State for War whether he will 


| state how many rifles and carbines have 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror, 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : | 
Lord Kitchener has informed me that the | 
Transvaal representatives, namely, Messrs. 
Schalk Burger, Krogh, Jacobs, Van) 


been supplied to His Majesty’s troops for 
use in South Africa since Ist September, 
1899, including the weapons in the 
hands of the troops stationed in South 
Africa at that date, and approximately 


Walden, Reitz, and Lucas Meyer have | how many rounds of small arm am- 


teached Klerksdorp, and that they have 


munition of all sorts have been supplied 


been joined there by Commandant | to the troops for use in South Africa. 


3H 2 
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~ Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The figures 
are roughly about 450,000 rifles and 
carbines, and about 240,000,000 of rounds 
of small arm ammunition. 


Questions. 


British Forces in South Africa— 
Statistics. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the total number 
of men of all branches of the Army sent 
to South Africa from the United 
Kingdom, the Colonies, and India since 
the commencement of the 
Ist of the present month. 


Lorp STANLEY: A Return giving 
this information up to the Ist January 
was presented in February. I cannot 
undertake to publish another Return at 
present. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Can the noble Lord say about what pro- 
portion of the men have been on active 
service in South Africa during the past 
two years? 


Lorp STANLEY: 
afraid I cannot. 


No, Sir, I 


am 


Native Casualties during the War. 

Mr. BLACK : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the 
Government have a record of the num- 
bers of coloured persons killed or 
wounded while serving with His 
Majesty's troops in South Africa ; and, if 
so, will he supply the House with the 
figures. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. BLACK: 
be obtained ? 


Will the 


information 


| noble 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
Mr. BLACK : Cannot it be obtained ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
Question on the Paper has been answered. 


French Ambulance for the Boers. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, | 


S.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
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for War whether the Vicomte de Ville- 
bois Mareuil has received from the War 
Office a refusal to his application - for 
permission to take out to the Boers in 
South Africa an ambulance with its staff 
and accessories ; and will he state in what 
instances, if any, have similar requests 
met with refusals ; and, if so, what have 


, been the reasons for such refusals. 


Lorp STANLEY: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. As 
regards the rest of the Question, similar 
requests have been received from foreign 
Red Cross Societies, and have been 
refused for the reasons named in the 
letter to the Vicomte de Villebois Mareuil 
which has been made public. 


Sutherland Skirmish. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will now give details of the 
fighting at Sutherland, Cape Colony, 
which according to the casualty lists 
took place onthe 24th March ; and why 
have these details been withheld from 
the public. 


Lorp STANLEY: No details of this 
skirmish have been forwarded from 
South Africa. The hon. Member has 
no right to suggest that anything has 


been withheld by the War Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Can the 
noble Lord inform me whether any de- 
tails of the engagement have appeared 
anywhere, as 1 have been looking out 
for them ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not know 
that details have appeared. I only 
know that no details have been _for- 
warded by Lord Kitchener from South 
Africa. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: [{s_ the 
Lord aware that a_ series of 
casualties have been reported as having 
occurred on March 24th, and that details 
have not been published ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In a most 


unsatisfactory way. 
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The Bushveldt Carbineers. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he will state what were the 
constitution and duties 
Carbineers, two of whose officers were 
tried by court-martial, sentenced to death, 
and executed for twelve murders of Boers; 
and will he explain why, having regard 
to the fact that this regiment was made 
up of time-expired men, the services of 
these men, when willing to continue in 
the auxiliary forces, were not retained 
in the corps to which they originally 
belonged. 


Lorp STANLEY: This corps was 
raised in South Africa for military service 
during the war, and was employed on 
military duty in the northern district of 
the Transvaal. It was composed, I wnder- 
stand, partly of local men and _ partly of 
men who had finished their period of 
service or who belonged to colonial corps 
which had ceased to exist. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why were 
not these men allowed to continue with 
their own corps, which in many cases 
had not ceased to exist ? 


Lorp STANLEY: 


ceased to exist. 


Sut the corps had 


Censorship — Alleged Suppression of the 
“Cork Examiner.” 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that several copies of the 
Corl: Examiner, addressed to various 
persons at Cape Town, have not been 
received by the addressees ; and that for 
some months past no copies have reached 
the hands of those to whom they have 
been sent in Cape Colony ; and whether 
any, and if so what, steps have been 
taken to suppress the circulation of this 
newspaper in South Africa. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa- 
tion as to the circumstances alluded to. 


Army Horses. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask _ the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether, on sending out the form 
for Returns to the Board of Agri- 


culture this year, he will enclose with 


of the Bushveldt | 
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various types 
of horses required for Army purposes, 
and provide a column on the Return so 
that the number that may be available 
can be tabulated. 


* THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): The method suggested by the hon. 
Member is not, I think, the best which 
could be devised for the purpose ; but I 
am, of course, most anxious to afford 
the farmers every opportunity of supply- 
ing the demands of the War Office. But 
before any adequate arrangements can be 
made for increasing the supply of horses, 
it is necessary to know precisely what the 
War Office requires. The next Question 
of the hon. Member on the Paper asks 
for that information. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will publish a circular containing a full 
description of all horses required for 
Army purposes, and have it distributed 
from every rural post office or other- 
wise, so that it may reach the farmers 
and horse-breeders of the British Isles. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
under consideration. 


The question is 


Soldiers’ Home Remittances. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it has been ‘brought to his 
notice that hardship has arisen in con 
nection with the allotment of pay to the 
families in this country of those soldiers 
who have enlisted in South Africa 
for the various local irregular corps ; 


and whether he _ will see that 
instructions are issued to the Pay 
Department in South Africa to 


transfer a soldier’s credit, whether he 
be serving in a regular or an irregular 
corps, in order that his family may not 
be left destitute. 


Lorp STANLEY: Arrangements 
have been made, so far as is practicable, 
for regular remittances for these men. 
If the hon. Member can give me any 
special cases of hardship, I will have them 
investigated. 
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Wearing of the Shamrock by Soldiers on 
St. Patrick’s Day. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that a lance corporal in the 
Engineers at Gibraltar was ordered by a 
sergeant to remove from his cap a sprig 
of shamrock on St. Patrick’s day; 
whether this instruction was _ conse- 
quently cancelled by the Commanding 
Officer; and whether the sergeant has 
been censured for his conduct. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the incident referred to. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: the noble 


Lord inquire ? 


Will 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: In view of the 
fact that Her late Majesty directed that 
permission should be given for the wear- 
ing of the shamrock, is this not a 
proper matter for inquiry ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Every soldier has a 
proper and legitimate way of bringing 
his grievances before his Commanding 
Officer. 


Volunteer Uniforms. 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary of State for War whether Volunteer 
recruits are to be clothed in the old 
pattern of uniform similar to the rest of 
the regiment, or the new pattern as 
altered by the Department; and also 
will he say when definite orders on this 
subject will be issued to the Commanding 
Ofticers of Volunteer Corps. 


Lorp STANLEY: No change is con- 
templated in the uniform of Volunteers 
unless they desire it and wish to adopt 
the new service dress, which would no 
doubt be sanctioned if the Commanding 
Officer applied through the usual channels, 
and if the funds of the corps would meet 
the expense. 


Volunteer Sergeant Majors. 

*Mr. SPENCER (Northamptonshire, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will consider the 
advisability of giving to acting sergeant 


{COMMONS} 
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majors of Volunteer battalions the same 
permanent rank as is now enjoyed by 
sergeant majors of Militia battalions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The matter has 
been frequently considered, and it has 
not been thought desirable to grant any 
higher rank. 


Woolwich Arsenal—Ash Removal 
Contracts. 

Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that ashes from the 
brass foundry and rolling mills of the 
Royal Laboratory and other factories at 
Woolwich were for some time disposed of 
free of charge for making roads and 
making up ground in the Arsenal 
generally ; that later an offer was made 
by a firm of contractors, and accepted, 
to take and remove all the ashes at the 
rate of 3s. 4d. per ton, and that the same 
contractor, at a later date, contracted to 
pay £5 17s. 6d. and £6 2s. 6d. for similar 
ashes ; and whether he can state the name 
of the officer or officers responsible for the 
disposal of these ashes at the time of 
these transactions. 


Lord STANLEY: This question will 
come before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, and I am, therefore, not prepared 
to discuss it at the present time. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : Is. 
nothing to be done to stop this extra- 
ordinary waste ? 


| No answer was returned. | 


Mr. CAINE: I shall put down a 
Question on this. 
Rifle Ranges. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, although in the New 
Army Scheme of 1901 Colchester, which 
possesses rifle ranges and _ training 
grounds, was selected as the headquarters 
of the Fourth Army Corps, in the scheme 


| of 1902 London has been substituted for 


Colchester ; and, if so, whether he will 
state the reasons which have induced the 
Government to deprive Colchester of its: 
position as headquarters of the Easterm 
District. 
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Lorp STANLEY: London was con- | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 
sidered a more central locality for the | the contract was for between 3,000 to 
headquarters of the 4th Army Corps 4,000 tons; and a new contract will be 
than Colchester. | made for the year 1902. 


Questions. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON : Is not | Loss of H.M.S. “Condor ”— Suggested 
this a departure from the original scheme | Equalisation of Navy and Army 
of last year ? | Pensions. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 

No, Sir, it is|to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether the Greenwich pensions payable 

to the widows, orphans, and dependent 

Rifle Clubs and Ranges. ‘relatives of those seamen and marines 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N): I) who were lost in H.M.S. “Condor” will 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for be on the same scale as the Government 
War whether the War Office will prepare | pensions awarded to the widows and 
model plans and specifications of safety orphans of soldiers who lost their lives 
ranges, and a statement of the necessary in the South African campaign; and 
restrictions and regulations, which could | whether, seeing that no public appeal on 
he supplied to those engaged in starting behalf of the ‘‘ Condor” sufferers is 
rife clubs; and whether some officer being made, the Government will repre- 
possessing special knowledge of the sent to the Royal Patriotic Commissioners 
subject could be appointed, to whom the the desirability of their supplementing 
managers of proposed rifle clubs might these Greenwich pensions from the un- 
apply for advice and assistance. expended surplus funds in their posses- 
sion subscribed by the public for kindred 


Lorp STANLEY: 


carrying it out. 


Lorp STANLEY: The _ instructions purposes. 
for miniature and safety ranges issued 
wv miniature and safety ranges issuec Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER The 


last month give directions for their con- : ‘ : 
struction. Secretaries of rifle clubs should Greenwich Hospital allowances _ for 
apply to General Officers Commanding Which the widows and orphans — of 
Distriets for any further information | those lost in the “ Condor” are eligible 
they may require. The War Department are on a lower scale than the Govern- 
accepts no responsibility regarding the ment pensions awarded to the widows 
sifety of a civilian rifle club range; the and orphans of men whose deaths are 
question of such a range being or becom- due to the warlike operations in South 
ing a public nuisance is one for the legal Africa. The administration of the 
advisers of the club. Patriotic Fund is altogether independent 
of the Government, but if there be any 
British Columbian Coal for the Navy. individual cases of special urgency, they 
*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- will no doubt receive consideration from 
market): I beg to ask the Secretary to the Commissioners if brought under their 
the Admiralty whether the Imperial notice in the ordinary way. 





(rovernment has given any order for 
British Columbian coal to be supplied to 
the fleet upon the North Pacific station 
during the present year. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Orders for the supply of British 
Columbian coal for the Pacific Squadron 
were given in 1901, and it is proposed to 
give a further order during the present 
year. 


*Mr. MALCOLM : 
Gentleman say for how many tons of 
coal the contract of 1901 was made ? 


Can the hon. | 


Mr. KEARLEY: The hon. Gentleman 
has not quite answered the Question. I 
asked him whether the Admiralty in- 
tended to raise the Greenwich pensions 
to the level of those now established by 
the Government for the widows and 
orphans of men killed in South Africa ? 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
no present intention of making any 
alteration. The hon. Member, I think, 
‘is under a mistake. The Navy pensions 
_are not for widows and orphans of men 
who have lost their livesin action, The 
|are pensions of a different character, 
peculiar to the Navy. 
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a life at a lower price than the Army ? 
* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
Why is it that the dependents of the 
sailors on the “Condor” do not get 
the same recompense, seeing that they 
lost their lives in the service of the 
State ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is arguing the question. 


Naval Prize Law. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether a Departmental Committee 
has been appointed to consider and re- 
port on naval prize law, and. if so, 
whether that committee is empowered to 
consider and to recommend alterations 
in the Law of Nations; whether the Ad- 
miralty or the Cabinet Committee of De- 
fence will be consulted by the Committee ; 
and whether he will undertake that, be- 
fore His Majesty’s Government commits 
itself to any alteration in the Law of 


Nations, a statement of such alteration | 


shall be laid before this House, and an 
opportunity given for its discussion. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): An inter-Departmental Committee 
has been appointed to discuss the question 
of the preparation of a digest of the leading 
eases in naval prize law for the use of 
Colonial Prize Courts and the revision of 
the instructions to Navy officers on the 
question of prizes. The Committee are 
not empowered to consider or recom- 


mend alterations in the Law of Nations. | 


Indian Guaranteed Railways. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he can state the 
dates upon which the contracts with the 
two remaining originally guaranteed 
Indian Railways, the Madras Railway 
Company, and the Bombay and Baroda 
and Central Indian Railway Company, 
will terminate; and whether, when 


these railway companies are taken over | 





‘COMMONS} 


Mr. KEARLEY: Am I to understand | 
that the Admiralty appraises the loss of | 
of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway 
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by the Government, the terms of pur- 
chase will be similar to those in the case 


Company; will he say what have been 


| the total sums of capital expended on 
these two railway systems, and what 


are the amounts of the arrears due from 
each in respect of interest or other out- 
lay drawn from public revenues in sus- 
taining the obligations of the guarantors ; 
whether these arrears can be adjusted 
by discount off the purchase price when 


|the two companies are finally taken 


over ; and whether precautions will be 
taken to safeguard the Indian Revenues 
and taxpayers when the settlement is 
made. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron), Middlesex, 
Ealing): The dates are 3lst December, 
1905, and 3lst December, 1907, re- 
spectively. The terms of purchase are 
laid down in the contracts. The total 
sums of capital expended on the two 
systems up to the 3lst March, 1901, 
were as follows:—Bombay, Baroda, and 
Central Indian, £10,397,910; Madras, 
£11,607,973. As¥1 stated on the 7th 
August last, the Government of India, by 
a contract, in1870 gave up all claim to re- 
payment of advances of interest, in ex- 
change for the right of the companies to 
more than half the surplus profits. In all 
these arrangements the interests of the 
Indian taxpayer have been and will be 
fully considered. 


Waziristan Operations. 

*Mr. MALCOLM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
can now state, or will state at an early 
date, the total list of casualties to British 
and Indian troops from all causes 
during the recent blockade operations 
in Waziristan. I would also ask the noble 
Lord whether, havingregard tothearduous 
and snecessful nature of the operations, he 
will be prepared to recommend that a 
clasp be added to the Frontier Medal for 
the Waziristan blockade. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The total 
casualties from all causes during . the 
recent blockade operations in Waziristan 
were :—From commencement of passive 
blockade to November 22nd __ last 


Native ranks, 38 killed or died of wounds, 
20 wounded, 169 died of sickness ; during 
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active operations, November 23rd to end | 
of blockade—British officers, one died of | 
wounds, four wounded, none died of 
sickness ; native ranks, 29 killed or died of 
wounds, 105 wounded, 236 died of sickness. 
In reply to the supplementary Question, 
I have to say that I am not surprised 
that he should raise the question of the 
grant of a clasp for these operations, 
having regard to their duration and the 
soldierly qualities displayed by the troops | 
engaged in them, and the matter will be 
carefully considered. But I am not pre- 
pared to express an opinion in advance 
until I have received from the Govern- 
ment of India their recommendations. 


Native Indian Soldiers’ Barracks. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is aware that 
many of the mud huts provided by 
the Government of India for the 
native soldiers have doorways only four 
feet high, opening into a room eight feet 
square, with the springing of the ceiling 
barely six feet from the floor, and that 
these rooms are devoid of either light or 
ventilation ; that the mud hut in which 
the native officer is located consists of 
two small rooms, one of which is used 
as his office and bedroom combined, 
whilst the other is occupied by his wife 
and family and is without light or 
ventilation ; and {will he say whether 
arrangements can be made for the 
better housing of the native troops. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The author- 


ised accommodation for a native com- 
missioned officer in Bengal, Punjab, 
and Bombay consists of two rooms 


providing a floor area of 220 square 
feet, with a cook-house, a stable, aud 


an open courtyard. The height of 
the roof varies from twelve to four- 
teen feet. For the rank and _ file 


each man is provided with accommoda- 
tion to the extent of sixty square feet, 
the roof being from twelve to fourteen 
feet high. Married men are provided 
with rooms of larger size. In Madras 
the space allowed is somewhat greater. 
The dimensions are now adhered to in 
all buildings constructed at the expense 
of the State. 


_ Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord 
Inquire if the facts are not as stated in 
the Question ? 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON : I understand 
they are not. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: Then I will furnish the 
noble Lord with information. 


Time-expired Soldiers in India. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
can state what is the exact amount of the 
proportion of the special bounty to time- 
expired men to be paid by India, and 
what the amount of the saving to India 
on transport which the retention of these 
men effects. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The exact 
amount of the proportion of the 
special bounty to time-expired men to be 
paid by India is one half. The amount 
of the saving to India on transport which 
the retention of these men effects cannot 
be stated exactly, but it is roughly 
estimated at £10 per man. 


2nd Bengal Infantry. 

Mr. BLACK: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Midlothian, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
is aware that the field and Colonial allow- 
ances and rations which the officers of the 
2nd Bengal Infantry drew when serving 
in Shanghai and Hong Kong have been 
stopped now that they are on service in 
Northern China; and, in view of the 
fact that the officers of the Royal Welsh 
Fusiliers serving in the same district 
receive extra pay, whether he will 
consider the advisability of placing 
officers of the Indian Staff Corps and 
British service on the same footing when 
serving together away from India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Officers in 
Northern China receive a free issue of 
fuel and lighting and also free quarters 
or an allowance in lieu. This is in place 
of the allowance granted to the officers at 
Shanghai and Hong Kong to defray the 
extra cost of living in those places. The 
‘ates of pay ordinarily drawn by Indian 
Staff Corps officers are calculated on a 
much higher scale than the pay of British 
Service officers, and are intended to cover 
the contingencies of extra service. 


Indian Public Expenditure. 
* Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
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will state when the Indian Budget Papers 
will be placed before Parliament, and by 
what date the issue may be expected of 
the Explanatory Memorandum relating 
to the Financial Statement placed before 
the Supreme Legislative Council at 
Caleutta on 21st March; and will the 
total figures in that Memorandum be 
expressed in tens of rupees (Rx.) so that 
comparison can be made between the 
current Financial Statement and those of 
1900 or previous years. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Copies of 
the Financial Statement in India, and 
of the debate thereon, may be expected 
in time to be laid before Parliament in 
the second week of May. The Explana- 
tory Memorandum will, it is hoped, be 
ready towards the end of June or early 
in July. It will not be prepared in tens 
of rupees, but in pounds, as on the last 
two occasions, so that, by means of the 
Returns of Income and Expenditure, the 
figures can be readily compared with 
those for any year from 1888-9 onwards. 


Hong Kong—Diseased Pigs. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies,in view of the fact 
that pigs dying of disease at Hong Kong 
are disinterred and used as food, will he 
state whether the authorities in the 
Colony have taken any steps to enforce 
the destruction by fire of the carcases of 
all pigs which are unfit for human food. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: An in- 
cinerator was sent to the Colony last 
August, so that the diseased pigs to 
which the hon. Member refers can now 
be cremated. 


Jamaica Riots. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he can give 
any information as to the cause of the 
rioting in Jamaica; and whether he 
has any report indicating a renewal of 
the disturbances. fix. “se BP: 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Acting 
Governor has stated in a telegram that 
the whole matter was, in his opinion, an 
anti-police riot, but I must await a full 
report by mail. The latest telegram 
received yesterday stated that as far as 
then reported all was quiet and no 
further trouble probable. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Russia and Manchuria, 

| Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether His 
Majesty’s Government has received com- 
munication of a new treaty between 
Russia and China providing for the 
evacuation of Manchuria; and whether 
he can state when the evacuation will 
begin. 


Trae UNDER SECRETARY or State 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): His Majesty’s 
Minister has reported that a Convention 
relating to Manchuria has been signed. 
Its terms have not been officially com- 
municated to His Majesty’s Government, 
but we understand that it provides for 
partial evacuation within six months 
and for complete withdrawal within 
eighteen months from the date of the 
signature, 


Exports of Hemp from the Philippines. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information to the 
effect that the United States Govern- 
ment have passed an Act in relation to 
exports of hemp from the Philippines, 
whereby a preferential rate has been 
enacted in favour of America ; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the effects on the 
rope and other trades in this country 
by reason of such preferential rates, he 
purposes making any friendly representa- 
tion to the United States Government ; 
and whether, at the time the Philippines 
were annexed by the United States 
Government, His Majesty’s Government 
sought for any assurance that no pre- 
ferential rates would be imposed which 
would be detrimental to any old estab- 
lished trades between this country and 
the Philippines. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: There is no 
preference given in the Philippine Islands 
in respect of the duty on hemp exported 
to the United States; but all articles, 
the growth or produce of those islands, 
coming thence into the United States, 
pay only 75 per cent. of the United 
States Customs duties, and in the case 
of such of those articles as are required 
to pay export duty in the Archipelago, 
a further abatement is allowed equivalent 
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to that duty. The combined effect of! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
these arrangements upon hemp is that, | were no exports of authracite coal from 
in order to reach the United States the United States to Europe during 
market, it has to pay twice as much February last or during February 1901. 
duty as it has to pay in order to reach | The quantity of bituminous coal exported 
our market. I shall be happy to furnish | from the United States to Europe 
the hon. Gentleman with the figures if during February last was 19,678 tons, 

he wishes for them. The answer to the and during February 1901, 41,441 tons. 

last Question is in the affirmative. 
| a 

Aveds Chased Buape. | London —_ ae Hospital 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Pre-| Gotons, TUFNELL (Essex, S. E.): 
sident of the Board of Trade whether | | beg to ask the President of the Local 
the Northern Lighthouse Commissioners | Government Board if his attention has 
have yet made arrangements for the heen drawn to the resolution unanimously 
placing of lights on the five buoys passed by the Essex County Council 
which indicate the channel off Avoch, | against the use of the hospital ships for 
Ross-shire. smallpox cases, and urging (if they must 
be retained) that they should be used 
Tut PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF | only for convalescent cases; and what 

TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, | steps he proposes to take in the matter. 

Central): The Commissioners of Northern 

Lighthouses have proposed a scheme for Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
four lighted buoys and one lighted GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
heacon for marking the channel off Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I 


Avoch, Ross-shire. A determination | understand that the Essex County Council 
won this proposal will be arrived at have passed a resolution on this subject. 
without delay. The number of smallpox cases under 


: 7 treatment is still very large, and, as [ 
Bristol Channel—Imports of Pitwood. stated in reply to a Question of my hon. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr and gallant friend in January last, I do 

Tydvil): I beg to ask the President not propose to interfere with the discre- 
of the Board of Trade if he will state tion of the managers of the Metropolitan 
the total quantity of pitwood imported Asylum District as to the use of the 
into the United Kingdom and into hospital ships. The managers are 
Bristol Channel ports respectively in| endeavouring to provide adequate 
1891, and also the total quantity of iron hospital accommodation on the land, 
ore imported into Bristol Channel ports but I cannot at present say that it will 
last year. be found practicable to restrict the use of 
Me. GERALD BALFOUR: Tho teal | OR? © errs cases nly. 


(uantity of pit props or pitwood imported pogtal Servants’ Organisations—Deputa- 
into the United Kingdom in 1901 was tions to the Postmaster General. 
1879,810 loads. The total quantity Mp. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
imported into Bristol Channel ports was. Secretary to then Treasury, a represent- 
1,014,900 loads. The total quantity of jing the Postmaster General, whether he 
iron ore imported into the United jg” aware that a petition was recently 
Kingdom and into Bristol Channel | fopwarded by the London branch of the 
ports in 1901 was 5,548,888 tons and pogtal Telegraph Clerks’ Association, on 
1,091,494 tons respectively. behalf of the junior section of its 
’ | members, with a request that the reply 
United States Coal Exports. | might be Pda i to the pres 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS: I beg to ask | of that organisation, and that the branch 
the President of the Board of ‘Trade if | secretary has now been informed that, as. 
he can give the exports of anthracite the matter referred to in the petition does 
and bituminous coal from the United | not directly concern himself, the reply 
States of America to Europe in February cannot be communicated to him; and 
last, and in the corresponding month of | whether, in view of the repeated assur- 
1891, and up to any later date for| ances given to this House that Post 
which information is available. | Office employees enjoy all the rights of 
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combination, he will direct that 
reply be forwarded to the elected officer 
of the organisation presenting it. 


{COMMONS} 
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the | Return, which has now been obtained, the 


caution administered to certain officers 


| will be erased from their records. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTtEN CHAMBER- | letter in question 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The facts are 
as stated in the first paragraph of the 
Question. 
repeatedly announced that, whilst he is 
ready to receive representations under 
proper conditions from any servants of the 
Department on matters in which they 
are themselves directly concerned, he is 
unable to entertain representations made 
by any person on behalf cf another unless 
the interests of both are substantially the 
same. He is not prepared to depart from 
this position ; and no question as to the 
right of “combination” appears to be 
involved. 


Postmen’s Loads. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether 
attention has been directed to the fact 
that the Secretary of the General Post 
Office recently decided that two postmen 
should be employed in bringing letter and 
parcel mails to and from railway stations 
where the weight is 200 lb., and whether, 
in view of the fact that loads over this 
weight are still conveyed in Ireland by 
one postman, he will have this decision 
published in the Post Oftice Circular as an 
official order. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member will say to what Post 
Office, or Post Offices, this question refers, 
the Postmaster General will have inquiry 
made into the matter and acquaint him 
with the result. 


Sheffield Telegraph Office—Operators’ 
Rests. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheftield, 
Ecclesall): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention has 
been directed to a letter, dated 26th 


September 1901, from the telegraph statf 


at Sheftield, referring to the Secretary’s 
paper No. 338,733/01, asking for a Return 
of the number of instances where the rest 
interval, as recommended by the Tweed- 


The Postmaster General has | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
was duly received, 
together with the Return asked for ; but 
no sufficient reason was seen for erasing 
from the records the caution administered 


| to certain officers who absented themselves 


his * 


mouth Commission, had been encroached | 


upon between Ist June and 11th July 


from duty without first obtaining 
permission from the proper quarter. 


Sheffield Telegraphists Grievances. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretarv to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, having regard to the petition of 
the telegraph staff at Sheftield to His 
Majesty’s Postmaster General, dated 24th 
September 1901, on the subject of the 
shortness of male staff at that oftice, he 
will state what steps, if any, have been 
taken to ameliorate the grievances therein 
complained of. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
revision of staff at Sheffield was under 
consideration when the petition referred 
to reached the Postmaster General, and it 
has since been carried into effect, with the 
result that a considerable addition has 
been made to the numbers of established 
officers ; and it is expected that as soon 
as all the vacancies have been filled, the 
duties will be placed on a satisfactory 
footing. 


East Central District Office —Postmen’s 
Accommodation. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether it is the intention of 
the Department to take any action to 
ward obtaining any comfort for the 
postmen at the Eastern Central District 
Office with egard to their retiring room, 
on account >f the state and inadequacy 
of space of the rooms referred to and the 
health of the men concerned: and, 
whether, in view of the length of time 
since the Tweedmouth Committee con- 
demned the whole of the Old General 
Post Office, and that matters have be 
come worse owing to the increase of the 


' staff, he can take steps to expedite some 
1901; and whether, in the light of that | extra provision for these men. 
| 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 


retiring room accommodation for the | 
postmen in the Eastern Central District | 
Office is being considerably enlarged, and 
the additional space will be ready for 
occupation in a few days. The condi- 
tions of the General Post Office, East, 
have been materially altered since the | 
date of the Tweedmouth Committee. | 
There has been no increase of staff, but | 
the force occupying it has been reduced 
by about one half. 


Questions, 


{10 ApriL 1902} 
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Bench Division, I am informed that 
the condition of business there is better 
than it has been for a_ considerable 
time. The cases pending before the 
Divisional Court, and in bankruptcy, 
should be finished in the course of these 
sittings, and the number of cases for 
trial is due to fluctuations in the number 
of entries which from time to time occur. 


Applecross River Bridge. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


| Advocate whether the Congested Districts 


Provincial Post Offices and the Coronation. 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether it is the intention of the Post- 
master General that Coronation Day shall 
be observed as a Sunday in the provincial | 
telegraph and postal hours of duty. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Coronation Day will be observed as a 
Bank Holiday in all provincial Post 
Offices. 


Mr. BROADHURST: But that will 
not relieve the telegraphists. 


Business of the High Court. 

Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) : [begtoask Mr. Attorney General 
whether his attention has been called to | 
the continually increasing arrears of 
causes in the Court of Appeal, which at 
the beginning of the present sittings 
amounted to 427, and also to the similar 
increase of causes in the King’s Bench 
Division ; and whether the Government | 
will take into consideration the desir- 
ability of either increasing the strength 
of the judicature, or of decreasing the 
length of the Long Vacation, in order 
that judicial arrears may be overtaken 
within a reasonable time. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Robert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : It is | 
the fact that the causes in the Court of | 
Appeal are considerably in arrears. This 
is in great measure due to the large | 
amount of additional work which has 


been thrown on to Courts of Appeal by | 
recent legislation, and to exceptional | 
causes in the past, which have now | 
ceased to operate. The question what | 
measures should be taken is under con- | 
sideration. As 


regards the King’s | 





| Board can see their way to accede to the 


request of the Ross and Cromarty County 


| Council for a grant in aid of the cost of 
| construction of a bridge over Applecross 


river. 
*THE SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, 


Glasgow, Bridgeton): I am informed by 
the Congested Districts Board that, upon 
consideration, they were of opinion that 
the bridge referred to by the hon. Member 


| was not of such a character that it ought 


to be provided for by them. 


Illicit Stills at Castlebar. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state how many seizures have been 


_made in the years 1899, 1900, and 1901, 


respectively, of illicit stills in each of the 
following police districts of the Castlebar 
(County Mayo) police division, viz., Pon- 
toon, Tarlough, and Ballyvary ; how many 
convictions have been obtained in each 
district in each year; what was the 
amount of the fines imposed in each 
district each year ; what was the amount 
of the rewards received by the police for 
the discovery of such stills ; and could he 


|give the names of the constables who 


made the discoveries. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
information desired will take some little 
time to collect ; it will be communicated 
to the hon. Member when received. I 
cannot, however, in the public interests, 


consent to give the names of the members 


of the force who made the seizures. 


Dromore Disturbances. 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
can yet state when the prosecution will 
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take place of the Orange rioters at Dromore, 
County Down ; what explanation is forth- 
coming of the delay in bringing to justice 
the two men who have been identified ; 
and whether it is intended that the pro- 
secutions will take place under the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
answers, may I ask what foundation, if 
any, there is for the slanderous imputa- 
tions on the Orange Society, contained in 
the Question, by the reference to “ Orange 


rioters ” ? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have already stated that the delay 
in taking proceedings in this case is 
entirely due to the extraordinary reluct- 
ance of the parties most concerned to 
identify their assailants or give assistance 
to the police. The papers are now in the 
hands of the Crown Solicitor, who has 
been instructed to institute proceedings 
on a charge of riot, under the ordinary 
law, against a number of persons at the 
next petty sessions at Banbridge on the 
17th instant. ‘So far as I am aware, 
from the information before me, there is 
no foundation whatever for the statement 
in the Question that the persons who 
engaged in the rioting on this occasion 
were Orangemen. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in the Normoyle 
case the Crown prosecuted those who 
refused to identify the persons supposed 
to have assaulted them? Why is not the 
same course taken in the North of 
Ireland % 


Mr. ATKINSON : That is absolutely 
inaccurate and without the slightest 
foundation. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
[s it not afact that the Chief Secretary, 
in replying to a Question put by me, 
stated that two of these persons had been 
identified ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, and I have 
said that they will be prosecuted with 
others on the 17th inst. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Is it not 


true that such terrorism is exercised 
over these people that they are afraid to 
prosecute ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH: The Attorney 
General has said that it is absolutely 
inaccurate that the Normoyles were pro- 
secuted. Were they not, as a matter of 
fact, sent to prison for contempt ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes. 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: Well, why not 


take the same course now ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Conference of Colonial Premiers. 
Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
His Majesty’s Government will invite 
Secretary Hay, United States, to attend 
the Conference of Colonial Premiers to be 

held during the Coronation festivities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The conference 
to which the hon. Gentleman refers only 
concerns the affairs of the British Empire, 
and no foreign representatives will be 
invited. 


Women and Educational Work. 

*Mr. REA (Gloucester): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of recent decisions of the Law 
Courts excluding women from the 
exercise of public functions, unless 
the contrary is expressly provided by 
Act of Parliament, he will state whether 
women will be eligible, under the 
Education Bill, to serve as nominated 
Member: of education committees ; and, 
if not, whether he will undertake to 
make such alteration as will confer 
upon women this privilege. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I suppose the 
hon Gentleman’s Question is due to the 
fact that women are not specifically men- 
tioned in the first clause. The clause 
was not so drawn with a view to exclud- 
ing women—quite the contrary. There 
is always apt to be some confusion in the 
Bill unless the word is introduced 
throughout. The wording amply covers 
the case of women, and it is certainly 
contemplated that women should take 


_ their full share in the work of education, 
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New Procedure Rules. | Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer-| lack lucidity to-day. I have stated to 
setshire, E.): I beg to ask the First | the House as clearly as I can that the 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can| Rule on the Paper protects the four 
state what are the proposals of the | afternoon sittings on Monday, Tuesday, 
Government as to the time at which | Wednesday, and Thursday. It does not 
private business is to be taken for the | protect any other sitting of the House. 
remainder of this session after the new | 
Rules of Procedure have come into} Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Is it the 
operation; when the Committee on | intention of the Government to make 
Private Bill Legislation is likely to be | any proposal defining the day on which 
appointed ; and if the question of the | private business might be taken ? 
cost of such legislation will be included 


in the referenes to them. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is in the 
Rules as printed. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be teh ‘ is 
premature to say what decision the| MR. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Will the 
House will come to on the new Standing | right hon. Gentleman answer that part 
Order proposed by the Government ; but | of the Question which refers to the cost 
the intention of the Standing Order is | of private Bill legislation ? 
that private business should take place | 
at other sittings than the afternoon) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is surely 
sittings of Mondays, Tuesdays, Wednes- | rather premature to discuss the reference 
days, and Thursdays, and the Standing | to the Committee until the time has 
Order is so drawn. As regards the | come for the Committee to be appointed ; 
Committee to which my hon friend | but I shall be very glad to consider the 
refers, I shall ask the House to appoint | hon. Gentleman’s suggestion, or any 
it as soon as it has assented to the group | other suggestion from other parts of the 
of Rules on which we are now engaged. | House. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: The, The following Question also appeared 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered | on the Paper— 
the chief part of my Question. Does he | 
mean by ‘other sittings” the evening; Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
or afternoon sittings ! | To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 

whether he is aware that, in conse- 

~~ -« § BAstOte. 1 ws co | quence of the debates on four separate 
- | Amendments standing in his name to 

the Standing Orders having been 
adjourned, the consideration therefore 
remains incomplete of the Standing 
Order entitled Sittings of the House, 
of the Standing Order entitled Order 
in Debate, of the proposed new Stand- 





specific in my answer. At present, | 
under the existing Rules, private business | 
may come on on any day of the week, | 
including Wednesday. The Standing | 
Order does not propose to alter the | 
present procedure as regards the Wed- | 
nesday sitting, because that is now trans- | - ; ¢ poi: 
ferred to Friday. The intention of the | ‘8 Order entitled Second and Third 
Rule is that afternoon sittings on Monday, Readings, and of the proposed new 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday shall | Standing Order Priority of Business ; 
not be interfered with by private Bill | whether he will state which one of 


procedure, and does not affect any other | these four adjourned debates will be 
listen af ths teas . |resumed when the Procedure of the 
sitting . 


House is next put down on the Paper; 
| and whether he can now say, or, if not, 
*Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea-| when he expects to be able to say, on 
ford): We are to understand then| what day the debate on Procedure will 
that private business is to be relegated | be resumed. The hon. Mem er asked 
either to evening sittings or to the! the First Lord to answer the Question 
private Members’ day on Friday? |so far as he had not already done so. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will tell me which part 
has not been answered. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: We were 
told yesterday that, after the Rule then 
under discussion had been disposed of, 
the Supply Rule would be proceeded 
with. That is not in accordance with 
what is on the Paper. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member must have overlooked the 


separate Paper. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then am I 
to understand that the Rules will not 
be taken in the order in which they 
appear on the Paper ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [| am not saying in 
what order the Government wish to 
take them. I only pointed out what 
the hon. Gentleman had evidently over- 
looked. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
Leader of the House tell me in what 
order the Government propose to take 
the Rules ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We propose 
to go on at once with the Rule on the 
Paper. After that we shall take the 
Supply Rule. I stated yesterday that I 
thought it possible hon. Gentlemen 
might desire more time to consider our 
proposals as to Questions, and we shall 
not, therefore, begin that Rule tonight. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will state, with reference to his pro- 
posed Amendment to Standing Order 20, 
relating to Questions, to what person or 
what authority he proposes to commit 
the decision between the Questions as to 
which Questions are and which are not of 
an urgent character, such as entitles them 
to be asked after five minutes before 
three of the clock ; and also by whom he 
proposes that Questions shall be distin- 


guished so as to decide that some are of | 


greater general interest than others, and 


therefore entitled to priority in their. 


arrangement on the Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will rest with 


Mr. Speaker to determine whether any 


{COMMONS} 
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particular Question will, under the pro. 
posed new Rule, come within the definj- 
tion of urgent Questions such as can be 
asked after five minutes to three o'clock. 
Mr. Speaker will also, I apprehend, lay 
down general principles which will guide 
the clerks at the Table in the arrangement 
of Questions on the Paper, so that those 
of greatest general interest may be 
reached before that hour. The task is 
not difficult, and will only have to be 
performed when more than sixty or sixty- 
five Questions were on the Paper. So 
far as the Government are concerned, there 
is no objection to the appointment of a 
Committee nominated by the Committee 
of Selection to perform this duty if the 
House so desires. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do I under- 
stand that Mr. Speaker will decide what 
questions are “urgent” and the clerks at 
the Table what are “ interesting” ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 


answer more clearly than I have done. 


NEW PROCEDURE RULES. 
(Eraguru Day’s DEBATE. | 
NEW STANDING ORDER (PRIORITY 
OF BUSINESS). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on proposed New Standing Order 
(Priority of Business) as amended [8th 
April | :— 


Main Question, as amended, again pro- 


posed :—‘* That unless the House other- 


wise direct— 

(a) Government Business shall have 
precedence at every Sitting except 
the Evening Sittings on Tuesday 
and Wednesday, and the Sitting on 
Friday. 

(b) On the Evening Sittings of Tuesday 
and Wednesday Notices of Motion 
and Public Bills, other than Govern- 
ment Bills, shall have precedence of 
Government Business, 

(c) After Easter Government Business 
shall have precedence at the Evening 
Sittings of Tuesday. 

(d) After Whitsuntide Government 
Business shall have precedence at all 
Evening Sittings, and at all Friday 
Sittings except the Sittings on the 
third and fourth Fridays after Whit 
Sunday.”—(Mr, A. J. Balfour.) 
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(4.10.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp-{; (4.20.) Taz FIRST LORD or THE 
tonshire, E.) moved to leave out the word | TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Man- 
“ Whitsuntide” and to insert “the 30th | chester, E.): I understand that the object 
day of June.” He suggested that this|of the hon. Gentleman’s Amendment is 
Amendment wasmuch moreimportantthan | to secure that certain evening sittings 
the mere words would seem to indicate. | after Whitsuntide shall be set apart for 
He would like to draw attention to the | the further discussion of Bills which, 


New Procedure 





fact that the other evening the Govern- | 
ment accepted an Amendment proposed - 
on his behalf giving precedence to Bills 
other than Government Bills. | Anyone 
who had studied the duration of time | 
between Whitsuntide and the end of) 
June would know that during that 
period there would be two, three, and 
under certain circumstances four Wednes- 
day evenings available for the purposes 
which he had in view in proposing this 
Amendment. If it were accepted it would 
still be in the power of the Government 
to ask the House to devote these par- 
ticular evenings to public business should 
necessity arise. But he did submit that, 
in the absence of any such necessity, it 
was most desirable that further oppor- 
tunities should be afforded to private 
Members to proceed with Bills which had 
already gained general acceptance at the 
hands of the House. They would all 
remember that, during the last few years, 
great scandals had arisen in regard to 
private Members’ Bills which had been 
passed by large majorities, but which, 
owing to the short period allowed under 


Standing Orders for their consideration | 


in Committee, had had to be dropped, 


because it had proved absolutely impos- | 


sible to get them through. They had an 
instance of the difficulty only last session, 
when the Government felt it its duty to 
give special facilities for the passing of 
the Sale of Liquors to Children Bill, 
which had met with such general favour 
that it would have been a scandal had it 
not been placed:on the Statute-book. He 
was not wedded to the particular words 
of this Amendment. 
so desired, they could alter them. All 
he wished was to secure the possibility of 
dealing with these Bills at Wednesday 
evening sittings up till the end of June. 
He did not think there was any necessity 


to discuss this proposal at any great | 


length. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 9, to leave out the word ‘ Whitsun- 
tide,” and insert the words ‘ the thirtieth day 
of June.’”—(Mr. Channing.) 


VOL. CV. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


If the Government | 


prior to Whitsuntide, have securedaSecond 
Reading. 


Mr. CHANNING : Wednesday evening 
sittings only. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
all sure that the Amendment, even if it 
were carried, would effect that object. 
I rather think it would not. The 
Government are not of opinion that it is 
desirable to set apart by Standing Orders 
a larger amount of time after Whitsun- 
tide for dealing with private Members’ 
Bills. I have never been one of those 
who think that our system of dealing 
with legislation proposed by non-official 
Members is entirely satisfactory ; indeed, 
I think it is not. This, however, is not 
a matter which can be dealt with piece- 
meal. I do not suggest that the present 
practice of giving Wednesdays after 
Whitsuntide is one which should be 
perpetuated, but, undoubtedly, there are 
measures, as to which there is such a 
general consensus of opinion in all parts 

of the House in favour of passing them 
as to render it undesirable that they 
should be allowed to lapse from mere 
want of time, and such cases are provided 
for by the Government, which has 
' power to give facilities to Bills of this 
/nature. Such facilities are rarely given 
‘to Bills of a controversial character, and 
| Ido not think that anybody responsible 
for the business of this House would be 
likely to undertake to give facilities for 
Bills which are not generally supported 


| and which are likely to meet with violent 


opposition. I see no reason why contro- 
| versial Bills should have privileges which 
are not extended to measures brought 
in by responsible Members, and probably 
_prepared by more expert draughtsmen. 
| That is one of the reasons why | do not 
| think we can deal with this subject in a 
fragmentary manner. Again, I would) 
| point out that the Amendment, if carried, 
| would not effect the object which the 
| hon. Member has in view, but would 
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probably give further facilities to contro- 
versial measures, and | do suggest in 
conclusion that this is not a good method 
of making any alteration in our present 
system of dealing with legislation 
initiated by private Members of this 
House. 


(4.25.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) 


said he was sorry to hear the answer 


given by the right hon. Gentleman, and | 


he hoped the House would take note of 
the admission he had made that the 
present system of introducing private 
Bills was extremely unsatisfa-tory. He 
accepted that as an admission that the 
system of the ballot was absurd, and 
that when any proposal wis brought 


forward to change it for a better metiod | 


it would have the right hon. Gentle- 
man's support. His hon. friend had not 
possibly drawn his Amendment in such 


a shape as would secure tl.e object which | 
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(4.30.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 


(Kent, Thanet) said he was afraid the 
right hon. Gentleman’s experience was 
not of much use—— 


Mr. BRYCE said the reason why he 
spoke upon this subject was because he 
| had some experience in his early days of 
| carrying Bills of this kind. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: And very 
| bad Bills they were, for they were hustled 
'through the House of Commons practi- 
| cally in camera, 


Mr. BRYCE: What Bills does the 
| right hon. Gentleman refer to ! 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he 
| understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
| refer to Bills in the earlier days of his 
| Parliamentary career, which went through 
| practically unnoticed. 


he had in view, but it could easily be! 


altered. 
went to the root of the matter when he 
said that he did not desire to give anv 
further facilities for dealing after Whit- 
suntide with Bills which had obtained a 
Second Reading, and he alleged as a 
reason for that that Bills which were 
calculated to excite violent controversy 
ought not to have further advantages 
given them. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man had omitted a very important class 
of Bills from his purview, a class of Bills 
with which he believed the House had 
considerable sympathy. The Bills he 
referred to were those which, though 
they did not pass their Second Readings 
unopposed, were yet opposed by only a 
small section of the House, which, under 
the present Rules, had the power to 
prevent any bill passing as an unopposed 


measure, although it might meet with | 


ready acceptance at the hands of an 
overwhelming majority. Now, that wasa 
class of Bill which deserved consideration 
and indulgence at the hands of the 
Government, and it was, too, the class 
which he believed his hon. friend had in 
mind when he brought forward this 
Amendment. He was not contemplating 
those highly controversial questions which 
were evidently in the minds of some hon. 
Members, but he was thinking of that 
large class of business upon which there 
was a general feeling that the Bills should 
pass. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


But the right hon. Gentleman } 


Mr. BRYCE: I did not refer to those 
| Bills at all. 
a 

| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he was 
afraid the right hon. Gentleman’s experi- 
ence did not help them much. There 
appeared to be some doubt as to what 
was really the effect of an Amendment 
carried the other night. He understood 
that after the notices had been exhausted, 
Bills other than those put forward by the 
Government were to come next in their 
turn. He was not sure that there was 
any demand for this. Private Members 
had a right to call attention to matters 
of public importance, and to ventilate 
their grievances, but in nine cases out of 
ten, legislation was much better left in 
the hands of the responsible Ministers of 
the Crown. He did not think the House 
| ought to accelerate and accentuate tinker- 
ing with legislation. A private Member's 
; duty was to call attention to grievances 
jand criticise the action of the Executive 
Government, and not to embark upon 
the discussion of fads of their own. 


(4.35.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
(Bristol, EF.) said that hitherto this time had 
heen taken every session by a Sessional 
Order for the convenience of the Govern- 
ment. This Motion had been made 
session after session, but he desired to 
call attention to the difference between 
taking this time every session by such 
a Motion, and making it a permanent 
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Order. Whitsuntide was exceedingly 


early this year, and Whit Sunday fell 
upon the 18th of May. In some 
years Whitsuntide fell almost at the 
end of May. Under the old system they 
knew beforehand what would be the 
date upon which Whitsuntide would fall. 


spective of the date upon which the 
Government days began. What would 
they gain? Perhaps some five or six 
days to the advantage of the Government, 
and to the loss of private Members. 
Five or six days was not a great deal to 
add for the convenience of the Govern- 
ment, but it was a very great deal to 
take away from the time of private 
Members. It might be that that time 
would be occupied in discussing a Motion 
or a Bill, but, after all, this gave private 
Members opportunities for airing their 
views upon subjects which very often 
were of great importance. He wished 
to take exception to the statement of the 
First Lord of the Treasury that the 
Government were always ready to give 
facilities for private Bills. The Govern- 
ment were in the habit of putting down 
their business at such times as would 
prevent discussions by private Members. 
[It was a fact that very useful legislation 
had been brought about by private 
Member’s Bills. ‘lwo or three years ago 
a very useful Bill introduced by the hon. 
Member for North Shields was accepted 
by the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But the Govern- 
ment can give time. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE  con- 
tended that they would not be able to 
give time in the future unless they 
violated the permanent Rules of the 
House. He hoped his hon. friend would 
go to a division if the Government did 


not give way. Hedid not mind whether 
the date was the 30th of June or some 


other modification. 


(4.40.) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said the Me nbers 
ot the front Ministerial Bench wereinclined 
to throw great discredit upon the work of 
private Members, and no doubt their work 
had been very futile in past years. That 
result, however, arose from the reason 


that work well begun had no chance of 
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| being finished, and if the Government 


persisted in trying to make the work of 
private Members less they would make 
their work in the future absolutely futile. 
With regard to what the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Thanet said, 


hit: e would _ he objected to all legislation, and the right 
Now they were claiming this time irre- | 


hon. Gentleman would no doubt like to 
see the House of Commons take a holiday 
for seven or eight years, and he would 
like to see a large duty put upon corn. 
That was not the view taken of the 
legislation which had _ been passed 
during the last few years. Bils passed 
by a large majority in the House of 
Commons ought to be given a chance of 
getting through their final stage, and if 
this Amendment did not meet the case 
absolutely a very few words might be 
added to make these later days absolutely 
for the finishing of Bills and not for 
Motions. But even as it was, this 
Motion would give enormous advantages 
in enabling them to finish legislation 
brought in which the House wished to 
have passed into law. He hoped the 
Government would give private Members 
a chance in this respect. 


(4.43.) Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR 
(Liverpool, Exchange) hoped the Govern- 
ment would see their way to grant some 
further facilities for the Bills of private 
Members which had reached a certain 
stage. He wished to make a sugges‘ion 
which he thought would meet the case, 
and he wished to show why it was 
necessary that such a proposal should 
be made. With regard to the observa- 
tions which had fallen from some other 
hon. Members of greater experience than 
himself, it appeared that there was an im- 
pression that the tendency of the change 
from Wednesday to Friday for private 
Members’ business would be to impart a 
certain air of unreality to the discussion. 
Moreover, the decisions arrived at would 
represent the sense not of the House as a 
whole, but of only that section of the 
House who were more or less interested 
in the measures. The First Lord had 
stated that the proposal embodied the 
usage of Parliament for a long time past. 
But usage was a very different thing from 
a fixed rule. It had also to be remem- 
bered that the necessity of the Govern- 
ment taking a large part of the time of 
private Members was based upon a 

312 
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condition of things existing before the ; Wednesday evening sittings until 30th 
Rules were prepared. The object of the | June; that was to say, in an ordinary 
Rules was to save the time of the House. | year they would have two more Wednes- 
If the object were secured, why should | day evening sittings and either one or 
not private Members participate in the | two more Friday sittings than the Rules 
saving? If the Rule passed in its present | would now give. That, as a compromise, 
form private Members would really have | seemed most reasonable, and he should 
no chance whatever of passing their Bills | heartily support it. 

if they were at all of a contentious 


character, and in his judgment, a Bill *(4.50.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire 
was of no good whatever unless it was | Sjeaford) said it was perfectly clear from 
contentious. He quite agreed that the | the statement of the First Lord that the 
Government should initiate the bulk of Fridays given to private Members in the 
legislation, but many things had to be place of Wednesdays were in great 
lett 4 nea ped Members, and he hoped peril of being absolutely useless. It 
Ge — sane « oe a . wary, who would have been more candid of his 
Was the guardian of the privileges of all | right hon. friend if he had dsclosed his 
eS Ee ee, Seer ee ae intentions with regard to the future of 


consideration to the just claims of private |. ies “vil orf 
Members in this respect. The suggestion | PUV@%e Members privileges when he 


he desired to make was that on the first | ™4d¢ his opening statement. _ But he 
four Wednesdays after Whitsuntide | 4id nothing of the kind. When the 
priority should be given to private Mem- Rules were first laid before the House 
bers’ Bills which had already passed their | they contained a proposal with regard to 
Second Reading. the committal of Bills. That was a great 
concession to private Members, because 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | 1¥ 82¥¢ them an opportunity of getting 

: ae \ : their Bills referred to a Grand Committee. 
said the position taken up by the First Ch M | Memb ‘eas 
Lord was that in practice, although private li eers. =p! oa aa ~ hee t 
Members had only two Wednesdays after | : aes PROPORE & GPens Siete _ e heard 
Whitsuntide, if, in a special case, extra | oud Tesponses from eminent Members of 
time was required to carry through a the Church Party. That clause had en- 
Bill, the Government always granted that tirely disappeared from the Paper, and he 
time. That was perfectly true, but the frankly admitted that its withdrawal 
time had been granted because under the | W4S 4 great concession on the part of his 
old Standing Order Members had an right hon. friend to the Church Party, 
opportunity of putting pressure upon the for it would render impossible the pas- 
Government. That opportunity was | Sage of the Deceased W ife’s Sister Bill. 
now to be taken away. Instead of the But the House had some right to com- 
First Lord having to come and ask the | plain of that proceeding. As one of those 
House to give him the time, he was now | who were anxious to see the rights of 
proposing to take it for evermore. The | private Members maintained, he accepted 
initiative previously possessed by private | that proposal with gladness, because as he 
Members was being taken away from|had said, it made it possible for 
them ; what compensation were they to| private Members to make progress with 
have? The Rules were to save the time | their Bills. He would not go so far as 
of the House. For whose benefit? For|to charge his right hon. friend with 
the benefit of the Government, and, of | committing a breach of faith ; he would 
course, in that sense, for the benefit of | be sorry to do that, but the existence of 
the House. But there was being taken | that proposal onthe Paper was undoubtedly 
away from the unofficial Members one of | one of the causes which induced him to 
the best opportunities they had of con-| vote in favour of the Motion “That the 
trolling the kind of legislation they would | Rules be now considered.” If he had 
have. It was essential that in return for | been aware at that time that the proposal 


what they were losing private Members | ¥@5 going to be withdrawn without hon. 


. Members having an opportunity of ex- 

should have at least one more Friday. | : a. — y 

The Amend 1 both in form | pressing their opinions with regard to 
e Amendment was sound both in form | it, his vote would have been given very 

and principle, and if carried, would mean | differently. They now knew that private 


that private Members would retain their | Bill legislation was to be relegated either 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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Members’ sitting on Friday. What did | 
that mean ? Of course the promoters 
of private Bills would not come down to 
evening sittings, with all their array of 
council and legal paraphernalia. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out 
that it would not rest with the promoter 
to decide either the day or the hour for 
which private business should be put 
down ; that would rest with the Chairman 
of Committees. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said he was about to 
point out that if it did rest with the 
promoters they would naturally choose to 
come down on the Friday morning. As 
it seemed to be contemplated that the 
matter should rest with the Chairman of 
Committees. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that the 
observations of the right hon. Gentleman 
on that point had better be reserved until 
the Rule to which he referred was before 
the House. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said he would reserve 
his further remarks, but it was because 
he regarded the Amendment before the 
House as some mitigation of the severity 
proposed to be practised upon private 
Members that he for one should vote 
in its favour. 


(4.49.) Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
thought the Amendment was a very 
modest one, as, on an average, it would 
mean only two additional Wednesdays 
in the year. There was no doubt that, 
if these Rules were passed in their 
present form, legislation by private 
Members would be a thing of the 
past. The work of private Members of the 
House had in the past largely decided the 
fate of general elections. This was the 
case with the General Election of 1874, 
when the First Lord of the Treasury 
entered Parliament. The questions which 
brought about the result of the elections 
were questions which had been agitated by | 
private Members ever since 1868, and 
those questions Which had been discussed 
by private Members for so long com- 
pelled the Government, as their first work 
when they came into power, to appoint a 
Committee into these great and important 
social and labour questions. He himself 
in 1880, as a private Member, introduced 
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a subject for discussion in the House, and, 
although his Bill did not pass into law, 


the result of the discussion that ensued 
| was to revolutionise the whole system of 


leases in Cornwall and a large part of 
Devonshire and other parts. That was 


only one instance of the importance of 
/work done by private Members, and the 


House was to be commended for fighting 
to the last ditch in defence of the rights 
of private Members. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury would, after the reasonable 
appeals that had been made to him, 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said this, no doubt, was a _ small 
matter compared with the larger changes 
proposed by these Rules. He shared the 
views of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet, and thought the 
House existed rather for the purpose of 
debating measures than passing them. 
His opinion was that a private Members’ 
Bill was really much less likely to be 
mischievous than a Government Bill. 
In the first place it was less likely to pass. 
In the second place it introduced subjects 
for discussion which were of an interest- 
ing character, very often of a far more 
interesting character than that which 
formed the subject of a Government 
Bill, which was often introduced less for 
the sake of the Government than for the 
sake of the Party it represented. This 
was no doubt a small thing, but never- 
theless if the Amendment was passed it 
would save something from the wreck ; 
because if these Rules were passed as 
they stood they would wreck the oppor- 
tunities, the time, and the Bills of private 
Members. By the Standing Orders at 
present the Government were entitled 
to four-tenths of the time of the House 
and no more ; the new Rules would give 
them nine-tenths, and in fact, unless 
this Amendment was carried, nearly 
ten-tenths of the time of the House. 
If the hon. Gentleman went to a 
division he should vote in favour of the 
Amendment. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co. N.) 
thought that anybody who voted for the 
Amendment ought to go down at once 
to their constituents and apologise for so 
doing. Most Members had promised at 
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the hustings to do their best to bring 
matters interesting to the notice of the 


House. and those who voted for this | 


Amendment would, he thought, require 
to go to their constituents and say: 
“Remember, it is no use asking me to 


bring anything to the attention of the | 


House because I have voted for the new 


Rules, and under those Rules there will | 


be no opportunity given to me to to so.”’ 
Their constituencies ought to know 
that those Members who were voting 
for the Amendment before the House 
were deliberately attempting to get out 
of their promises, for the Government was 
under this Amendment to take the whole 
time of the House after Whitsuntide. 
He did not say that the Government 
ought not to get proper facilities for 
bringing forward their Bills and Motions 
and administrative reforms, because, so 
far as England and Scotland were con- 
cerned, the Government was the expression 
of the will of the majority, but they were 
now asked to trample on the old 
traditions of Parliament and to give the 
Government the whole time of the House, 
and to deprive private Members of the 
time they had for bringing forward the 
grievances of their constituents. To 
deprive private Members of their time 
seemed to him to be a_ step towards 
making the Government absolutely inde- 
pendent of public opinion. If he made 
promises on the hustings that he would 
bring this, that, and the other matter of 
interest before the House of Commons, 
and if he now voted for a Rule to deprive 
himself deliberately of that opportunity, 
he would feel ashamed of himself. 


(5.18.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) said 
it would be a dangerous thing to 
surrender the whole time of private 
Members after Whitsuntide to an 
arbitrary and unreasonable Government. 
The measures brought forward by the 
Government might not be dropped, but 
other useful legislative proposals, brought 
forward by private Members, would have 
no chance whatever. If the proposed 
Rule had been in operation last session 
the Child Messenger Bill would not have 
become law, because there would have 
heen no chance of putting pressure on the 
Government to allow the Bill to be 
proceeded with. It was only when 


pressure was put on the Government from | 


both sides of the House that the Bill, 
Mr, Clancy. 
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which was a private Members Bill, was 
allowed to go through all its stages and 
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become law. That was a_ convincing 
argument why hon. Members should 


support the amendment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he did not quite agree with the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn that this was a 
small and insignificant Amendment. In 
one sense it was small because it involved 
the difference between the Government 
taking the time of the House at Whitsun- 
tide or at 30th June. In that respect it 
was small, but it was one of the last 
opportunities private Members would 
have to have the time at their disposal 
for their business at all. He confessed it 
was a matter of astonishment to him that, 
when the rights of private Members were 
at stake, the most strenuous supporters of 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Kast Northamptonshire had come from the 
other side of the House,while hon. Members 
on the Opposition side above the gang- 
way took no interestin the matter. He 
did not know why that was so. It ap- 
peared to him that the question now be- 
fore them affected private Members in 
all parts of the House. By the ruling 
of the Speaker the debate must be con- 
fined tothe particular Amendment under 
discussion, but the House would see the 
great difficulty they were in if the Rule 
was applied very strictly. He would be 
inclined to agree with the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn if all the opportunities 
for private Members’ business were to be 
left, but on the contrary, they had good 
reason to believe that those occasions, 

_which under the Rule were reserved for 
private Members, would not be left at all. 
As a matter of fact, it was almost certain 
that their value would be entirely de- 
stroyed by the Rule dealing with private 
business. The Leader of the House had 
attempted to make a point by stating 
|that the decision as to when private 
business would come on would rest with 
the Chairman of Committees. But that 
did not apply to Friday at all. The pro- 
moters of private Bills could put them 
down for Friday without the interven- 
tion of the Chairman at all. There was 
no provision that private business could 

| not be put down for Friday. It would 
be put down on Friday by the promoters 
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of private Bills, and therefore the whole 
of these sittings might be taken away 
from them. 


THe SECRETARY or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire N.R., Thirsk): A 
single Member would say, “I object,” and 
then it would go over. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did not 
admit that at all. As he read the Rule 
as it stood that was not the case. This 
was one of the last opportunities private 
Members would have of protecting their 
right to have any share of the time of 
the House, and he was sorry that the 
question had not been more seriously 
treated by Members on the Opposition 
side. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
tusheliffe) said they found themselves 
in an extremely difficult position in 
connection with the discussion of pro- 
cedure. The Speaker was of course 
bound to take care that the discussions 
mainty if not wholly related to the 
pirticular amendment before the House. 
But at the same time, the whole question 
ot the Standing Orders was of such an 
intricate and complicated nature that it 
was almost impossible to discuss one 
Standing Order without trenching 
on the others. They were placed in 
another difficulty—-one which he very 
much regretted to have to allude to. 
When discussing procedure in the 
House of Commons—procedure of the 
most vital importance — never had he 
seen a Leader of the House so compara- 
tively careless as the right hon. Gentleman 
had been. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What do you 


mean 2? 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I mean, for 
instance, that never have I seen an Under 
Secretary of State put up to explain 
the meaning of an Amendment. Mr. 
(tladstone and Mr. Smith— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman refers to me, I am always 
in a difficulty in dealing with these things, 
because, under the Rules, I can only speak 
once. I have sometimes asked a col- 
league to start the discussion, when I 
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did not know to what extent it was 
going to proceed. I regret that in this 
case I did not ask a colleague to start the 
discussion, because I should have had the 
opportunity of replying. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: If the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks that I have been in any 
way personally discourteous, I will at 


“once withdraw anything I have said. | 


still maintain my point that when pro- 
cedure is before the House, the Leader 
of the House, in the days of Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. Smith, made it his 
first business to be present, and to answer 
any question that arose. 


ale aaed “ 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
been absent ten minutes during the whole 
discussion. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: The right hon. 
Gentleman left a most difficult point to be 
answered by an Under Secretary. [Cries 
of “Order” and “ Withdraw.”| 1 will 
certainly withdraw anything supposed 
to be personally discourteous, but I main- 
tain that the right hon. Gentleman 
has not shown, by his action, his 
sense of the extreme gravity of 
the proposal of the Government. ‘The 
Amendment before the House was 
to save two or three Wednesdays in 
June for unofficial Members’ — Bills. 
Everyone with the slightest experience 
of these things knew perfectly well that 
the value of such days at that period of 
the Session could not be over-estimated. 
The Amendment, if carried, would be 
the means of saving the life of one if 
not two of these Bills each Session. 
Hon. Members who voted against an 
Amendment like this had better not 
talk to their constituents about the Bills 
they meant to promote. It was becoming 
a perfect farce for non-official Members 
to put their names on the hack of Bills, 
and then to give up all their time to the 
Government. 


(5.31.) Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
said that his hon. friend the Member 
for the City of Waterford had expressed 
surprise that hon. Members above the 
Gangway had not very much interested 
themselves in regard to these Rules. 
To some extent he agreed with his 
hon. friend; but there was an explan- 
ation for that. The present Govern- 
ment were running away with private 
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Members’ rights in a manner which 
no Liberal Government would have 
dared to attempt. The Conservative 
or Constitutional Government—as they 
took pride in designating themselves— 
would henceforth have the credit of in- 
vading the rights of private Members 
and doing away with their privileges 
more than any other Government which 
had preceded them. Members on that 
side of the House hoped, to some extent, 
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to reap the benefit of such legislation, 
and that at some future date Gentlemen | 
opposite would have their backs scourged | 
with the whip which they had prepared | 
for their opponents. He had beenin the | 
House and some years, during which the | 
Rules of Procedure had been changed in | 


Rules. 1476: 


As to the Motion before the House it 
might appear to be a small point, but at 
the same time a great principle was in- 
volved. The Government evidently 
wished to make the House of Commons 
a mere voting machine. He thought 
his hon. friend was doing a service by 
calling attention to the fact that they 
were asked to give up, at the end of the 
session, a few private Members’ days 
which might be of great value. Know- 
ing as they did that this Rule and every 
other Rule was directed against them, it 
was the duty of Irish Members to stand 
up and protest against it as far as they 
could. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


various respects, but he did not remember | shire, Forest of Dean) said although 


any occasion when they had been asked | 


| 


to make great changes, as now proposed, | 


it had been pointed out that the hon. 
Member who had just sat down was out 


without the House of Commons being | of order, he had a great deal more to 


placed in a better position than at present | 
for their consideration. They had been | 
told that the highest authorities and | 
officials of the House approved of many | 
of these Rules. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
that any such statement has been made. | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! | 

Mr. POWER said he understood that | 
the authorities in the House did approve | 
of many of these Rules, and had been | 
consulted about them. But on every | 
previous occasion when it was proposed | 
to change the rules of procedure a Com- | 
mittee of the House had been first | 
appointed to consider the matter. [Hon. 
Members, ‘* No” and “ Yes.’’] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. | 
Gentleman is mistaken in his facts. The | 
greatest alteration made was not preceded | 
by any Committee. 


| 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the | 
hon. Gentleman that he is now departing | 
from the question before the House. Ve | 
cannot enter into a general discussion 


of the Rules. 





Mr. POWER said that in his own | 
recollection there was certainly one 
occasion when a proposed change was | 
preceded by a Committee of Inquiry. | 


Mr. Power. 


say for himself than those who contra- 
dicted him imagined ; and he thought 


that the hon. Member’s case had been 


proved. The particular matter which 
| . . 

'the House was now discussing had been 

I , repeatedly considered by Committees, and 

am not aware | the opposition of these Committees had 


been very plainly displayed against 
proposals of the kind previously made. 
In the great Northcote Com- 
mittee of 1878 this matter was very 
fully considered indeed, and on that 
occasion he had succeeded in carrying 
unanimously a Rule in favour of placing 
onall the Wednesday’s after Whitsuntide 


the Bills which had previously made 


most progress. That Rule had, however, 
become a mere mockery now. This 
matter was considered again by a 


, Committee in 1886, and the proposal 


was then carried that all private 
Members’ Bills, without exception, which 
had been read a second time should go: 
to a special Standing Committee, with 
the idea that those Bills would be 
sorted out which had the most general 
support, and that they should have a 
chance of being passed into law by 
Parliament. The generally unanimous 
opinion of the House, and in all cases 
the opinion of the Committee, had been 
in favour of the view for which the 
minority were contented that day. The 
two Fridays left for private Members’ 
Bills after Whit Sunday, by this cast-iron 
Rule, were totally inadequate. These 
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Fridays would become an inferior sort | to explain his position. An Irish Mem- 


of ‘Tuesdays for 
questions before the House. He was 
not given to prophecy, but he ventured 


| Government. 


to predict that this Rule would be) 


reversed before many years were over. 
He was perfectly convinced that the 
present set in favour of nothing but 
Government legislation would be reversed 
in a few years. But meantime hon. 
Members 


bringing abstract ber’s work was more or less, so far as 


to control the Executive 
As had been so often 
said, the House of Commons was the 
Grand Inquest of the nation, and hon. 
Members must criticise the actions of 
the Government—even if they were 
regarded, as the late Mr. Plimsoll was, 


he could, 


| as terrible faddists. He wanted to save, 


must let their constituents | 


understand that the Wednesdays—or | 
rather Fridays now — were becoming 


entirely useless for legislation, and 
merely a means of 
Motions before the House. The Leader 
of the House in making those changes, 
and forcing them on the older and more 
experienced Members of the House, did 
so to support a case which in a year or 
two he would submit to the House ; that 
private Members’ days were entirely 
useless and ought therefore to be done 
away with. 


(5.42.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Done- 
gal, S.) said that his personal respect for 
the First Lord of the Treasury was ex- 
tremely well known. He had never 
concealed in the slightest degree, either 
publicly or privately, his admiration for 
the right hon. Gentleman. But if he 
did not yield and accept this Amend- 
ment he would show himself as an 
enemy of the rights and _ privileges 
of private Members. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been for twenty-five 
years in the House; his intellect had 
been an ornament to the Chamber, but 
he had been ever robbing private 
Members of their rights and privileges. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean had said with perfect 
justice that in forcing his proposals 


on the House, and refusing all 
Amendments was acting against 
the general sense of the House, 


and if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not had amongst his followers between 
seventy and eighty Members who had 
never been in the House before, these 


Rules would not and could not have. 


ventilation of | 


in however slight a degree, some salvage 
from the rights of private Members, and 
he implored the First Lord of the 
Treasury to make this small concession. 
Whit Sunday was a movable feast, and 
what they wanted was that up to 30th 
June private Members should have all 
the Fridays, in order that they might 
have a chance of carrying their Bills 
The career of every young man who 
entered Parliament with ambitions 
would be ruined if this Rule were carried 
as it stood. After making great sacri- 
fices to secure a seat in the House the 
young Member would find no opportunity 
of distinguishing himself by making a 
speech, or of even being abused by the 
newspapers, but would be compelled to 
sit patiently and say “ Hear, hear,” or 
** No, no.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Gentleman that he is not confining 
himself to the question before the 
House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that, as 
Mr. Speaker knew, some hon. Members 
had great difficulty in keeping order. 
It was almost impossible to keep order 
in the present case, because these Rules 
so interlaced each other that a general 
discussion on the effect of a single Rule 
was almost an impossibility. He sup- 
ported the Amendment.on the ground 
that it would increase the facilities of 
private Members—already small and poor 


_—for making some progress with their 


| Bills. 


bee carried. During the fifteen years 


he had been in the House he did not 
think he had occupied more than an 
hour and a half or two hours of the 
private Members’ time. 


It was no secret that there were 
certain great questions which affected 
both Liberals and Conservatives; but 
there were other questions, not yet 
ripe for settlement, which it was vital 
should be brought before the House, 
as the great medium for instructing 
the public. It would be utterly impos- 


In defending | sible, if the Rule were passed, for a 


the rights of private Members he wished Reform Bill to be brought before the 
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House in the future by a private| always to be private Members. Not 
Member. The right hon. Gentl man! one of them would accept a place in 


was unconsciously establishing a system 
whereby the executive power would 
control Parliament, instead of Parlia- 
ment controlling the executive power. 
It was utterly outrageous that a mere 
official set—he was not speaking with 
any disrespect—men wishful for place 
on one side as on the other, should 
have the management of the public 
business of the country. America would 
not be in it. for men came to the House 
and found themselves gagged. There 
were hon. Members whose ambition was 
not to sit on the Treasury -Bench, but 
to bring forward great questions of 


the Treasury Bench if offered it, and 
from their position the Rules were 
absolutely vital. The conclusion which 
had governed his thoughts and _ his 
heart while listening to the debates 
on the Rules was that there never 
had been such an example of public 
debasement since the eve of the down- 
fall of the Roman Empire as the House 
of Commons consulting the personal 
convenience of the Ministry, or where 
Members ought to dine, when their 
fellow countrymen were lying in misery 
and death in South Africa. 





public importance. 
to be gagged by the 


House or his successors. 


member of a Party whose glory it was 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
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Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘Coddington, Sir William 


Mr. Swift Macneill. 


They 
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Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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ought not (5.48.) Question put. 
Leader of the 
He was a The House divided: — Ayes, 216; 


(Division List No. 96.) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond -(Cambs. ) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
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Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
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Lundon, W, 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) | 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, Jolin 


homson | 


Wason. Johnt ‘athe art(Orkney) 
Webb,Culonel William George 


| Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 


| Williams, 


| Markham, 


W hiteley, H.(Ashton und. Ly ne 
W hitmore, Charles Alge: non 
ttHnd fF Powell sirm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 

, Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. KR.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Johu (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

|W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William) Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Ro-common,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

agi mag Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
, Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford 
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Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnC.R.(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold Jobn 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan. E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 





Whitley, J. H. 


(6.2.) Mr. CLANCY said the object of 
the Amendment which he now proposed to 
move was perfectly clear. As the Rule 
stood now, if a session was prolonged 
by an adjournment, or if there was 
an autumn session, the Rule as_ con- 
stituted would preclude the private 
Member from having any time whatever. 
As he understood it, under this Rule the 
private Members would have no time 
whatever after Whitsuntide; and that 
would, if the session were extended by 
adjournment or in the event of an autumn 
session, be a gross injustice. Having 
regard to the experience of the last few 
years, he thought that it was quite probable 
that the House might be called together for 
some trumpery, trifling matter which the 
Government could not finish within the 
limits of the ordinary session ; and in that 
case not a single hour of the time of the 
House would be given to private Members 
for any private Bills. He hoped the eyes 
of hon. Members would be opened as to 
the true meaning of the Amendment 
which had just been carried and the 
necessity for the Amendment he now 
moved. 


Amendment proposed 
‘* After the word ‘ Whitsuntide’ to insert 
the words ‘ until the thirty-first day of August.’” 
~(Mr. Clancy). 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
imagine that the hon. Member expected 
the Government to accept this Amend 
ment. [Opposition cries of “Why?”] 
The House only sat after the 31st of 
August, at great inconvenience to itself, 
for the purpose of passing certain neces- 
sary public business introduced by the 
Government, and he did not think 
unofficial Members themselves would 
tolerate any proposition so absurd as 
that they should be kept through 


{COMMONS} 


Thomas,F’. Freeman-(Hastings | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) | Yoxall, James Henry 

Weir, James Galloway | 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North) , 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) | 
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Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfotk,Mid. 
| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 


(Halifax) Broadhurst. 


September for the purpose of discussing 
abstract Resolutions or private Members’ 
Bills. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said the right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to him to have 
missed the point of the question which 
underlay each of these Amendments with 
which the House had to deal. What the 
House had to consider was not whether, 
in any previous year, Parliament had 
chosen to make this surrender in 
the circumstances of the moment, but 
whether Parliament now, for all time to 
come, was to exclude itself from the 
enjoyment of this privilege. What 
happened in ordinary years was that the 
Government, when the circumstances 
required it, and when they thought they 
could make out a good case for extend- 
ing their time, came forward and 
submitted their case to the House, and the 
House, often willingly and sometimes joy- 
fully, had given up their time to that de- 
mand. But that was quite a different thing 
to what the House was now asked to do, 
which was to part with its power and to 
say that after a certain date in the middle 
of the summer they should dispose of the 
whole of their time. That, he thought, 
was too strong a demand to make, and 
for that reason he was prepared to vote 
for such an Amendment as this. 


(6.12.) Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said 
he did not know whether this Amendment 
would apply to an Autumn session. He 
quite agreed that when it was a question 
of winding up the session it was only 
reasonable that the time of the House 
should be fully taken up by the Govern- 
ment, but he thought that should be the 
subject of a specific Motion rather than of 
astereotyped Standing Order. But as he 
read the words of the Rule he drew the 
inference that if the House should be 
adjourned in August, to re-assemble some 
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time in October, it would also enable the 
Government to dispose of the whole time 
of the House, it might be for a whole 
year. He was in favour of preventing 
private Members’ Bills, as they were 
called, occupying time required to wind up 
the session, but that was quite different | 
from interfering with notices of Motion. 
He thought the House should be informed 
as to how far this Rule reached. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 
not know why the right hon. Gentleman 
in his short speech had omitted all 
reference to the point of the Amendment | 
before the House. No one would suggest | 
that if a session were prolonged after the 


3lst of August, and went through 
September, all the rights of private 
Members should be preserved. The real 


point had not been touched by the right | 
hon. Gentleman. The point was this: 
Suppose the session concluded, as it usually 
did, some time in; August, but that the 
Government, for reasons which seemed 
sufficiently strong to them, called a new 
session in October, November, or 
December. Then in that new session 
they would be in absolute possession of 
the entire time of the House, without the 
House having the opportunity of saying 
whether they wished it or not. It was 
monstrous that that should be the case. 
It might be argued that an autumn 
session was never summoned except to 
transact some grave business of a par- 
ticular character. But even under those 
circumstances, the House of Commons 
ought surely to have the right to decide 
for itself whether that business was so | 
grave that private Members were not to | 
have one single hour of time. But the 
case with regard to an adjournment was | 
even stronger. The House might 
not be prorogued in August at 
all. There might be an adjournment 
until October, and the same session go, 
on until Christmas, and then, after | 
being again adjourned, revived in the 
year following. It was certainly open 
to question whether, under the present 
wording, the Rule would not apply to 
the whole of the remainder of the session 
in the following year, so that, if the 
session went on for a year and a half, | 
the rights of private Members would 
still remain in abeyance. He did not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman | 
intended any such result, but certainly | 
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| Dublin. 


‘to them. 
-extension of an ordinary session by 


' Members 
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the House did not. Although, techni- 
eally, the right hon. Gentleman was 
precluded from speaking twice on the 
same Amendment, as he had entirely 
misunderstood the point, the House 


'would doubtless allow him to address 


himself to the question again. 


(6.20.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
was under the impression that he had 
dealt adequately with the argument 
of the hon. Member for North 
The hon. Member for Water- 
ford, however, had put two distinct 
cases before the House, and asked what 
were the Government’s views with regard 
One case was that of the 


adjournments, and the other was that of 
the House being called together in the 
autumn after a prorogation. An 


/autumn session following an adjourn- 


ment was, both in name and in reality, an 
extension of the preceding session for the 
purpose of carrying through business 
commenced in that session. In _ his 
opinion, it would be utterly absurd, and 
altogether contrary to the practice and 
interests of Parliament, that in such an 
autumn session the rights of private 
should revive. They had 
never been allowed, and he thought they 
ought not, to revive. But, with regard 
to the other case, in which Parliament 
re-assembled for another session in the 
autumn, after a prorogation in August, 
it was certainly not the intention of the 


Government by this Rule to interfere 


with the customary rights of private 
Members. That was the last thing they 


either intended or desired. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) remarked that the Order 
could not apply to a subsequent session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR agreed. His 
own view was that the Standing Order 
would not have any effect in the new 
session. He thought the Rule, as it 
stood, was quite sufficient to prevent 


the rights of private Members in a new 


session being affected by anything which 
had occurred in the old session. If, 
however, there was any ambiguity in 
that respect, he had not the least objec- 
tion to introducing words to make it 
perfectly clear. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE contended that 
the Government must go further than 
they had offered to go. |t was intolerable 
that, on the pretext of an adjournment 
of the session, the rights of Members 
to bring forward Motions for discussion 
—even votes of censure—should be put 
anend to by the whole of the time of 
the House being taken under this pro- 


posal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that votes 
of censure could be brought forward. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that 
differen: people had different views as to 
what were votes of censure, and when on 
a previousoccasion the House was kept sit- 
ting, with adjournments, until the month 
of March, Members experienced this diffi- 
culty in bringing forward what they 
thought wer: votes of censure on the 
Government. The result was that the 
business of the House was disturbed, 
and there was a total want of certainty 
as to its proceedings, because Motions 
for the adjournment of the House were 
constantly being brought forward. Surely 
the House of Commons with its eyes 
open could not accept the possibility, and 
even the probability of being thus 
arbitrarily, deprived of all opportunities 
of discussing any matters other than the 
Bill which might be before it, even though 
the session might be prolonged from the 
commencement of ome year until the 
month of March in the following year. 
He did not think the Government could 
serious y propose that, but in any case 
the House ought to insist upon a reason 
able compromise being made. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam) said that the right hon. Baronet 
had based his appeal on one of the most 
mischievous and ill-omened precedents 
that could be found, and one which led 
its author into political disaster. The only 
Amendment needed, if any were required, 
was to add the words “ until the end of the 
session.” He hoped the Government 
would not give way. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
North Dublin would meet thease better 
than any other words that could be sug- 


gested. Nomore discussion was needed as 
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regarded the principle, as the First Lord 
had admitted that he did not in the first 
instance understand the case which had 
been made out. It was obvious that a 
finger had been laid on one defect in the 
Rule. The hon. Member for Waterford 
had somewhat too readily accepted the 
statement of the First Lord that when 
Parliament was called together in the 
autumn it was always for some urgent 
business. That was not the case. The 
proceedings in connection with the Local 
Government Bill in 1894 were sufficient 
to prove that. On that occasion the 
House met simply to press on ordinary 
business. If the business for which 
Parliament was called together was 
urgent and grave, the first proposal of 
the Government would be to take all the 
time of the House for the definite purpose 
announced by the Government. Such 
a Resolution would be passed in two or 
three hours. The words suggested by 
the hon. Member forthe Hallam Division 
of Sheffield would hardly be sufficient, 
but if some better words could be sug- 
gested no doubt the hon. Member for 
North Dublin would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


(6.30.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said 
that as the words now stood they really 
extended over the whole of the year after 
Whitsuntide and also into the next year. 
Evidently what the Government meant 
was that they should extend this to the 
end of the session. The argument put 
forward by the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean showed that 
under certain circumstances there would 
be very considerable danger of the powers 
being more than the Government them- 
selves desired to have. He had risen to 
make a suggestion which might accom- 
modate matters. He suggested that the 
Government should accept one of two 
things. They might add the word 
** Michaelmas,” or perhaps the Govern- 
ment might be willing to accept the 
words “the end of the session.” If it 
was not Michaelmas, it ought to be 
Christmas. No Government ever could 
want those extraordinary powers except 
for the purpose of winding up a session. 
Undoubtedly it was true that if the 
session had to be prolonged in an 
ordinary way beyond its ordinary limit, 
then they ought to continue to have 
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these powers. If it was not necessary or 
desirable to prolong the session as in 
1893-94 by adjournments to make it an 
inordinately long one, then he thought 
the Government was not, under those 
circumstances, entitled to carry on those 
powers over August or September, 
October, November, or December, and 
even over January. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept the word ‘ Michaelmas.” 
If he would, he thought that would pro- 
hably meet the objects of the Govern- 
ment and their intention. All this 
illustrated the difficulty of debating 
those Rules otherwise than in Committee. 
By the indulgence of the House, the 
right hon. Gentleman could speak twice, 
but other hon. Members could not. He 
did not know whether the First Lord of 
the Treasury would offer him any 
encouragement to move the word 
“Michaelmas” or “the current year.” 
In order to ascertain the view of the 
right hon. Gentleman, he would move to 
omit “until the 3lst of August,” and 
insert “ Michaelmas.” 


1489 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

* To leave out the words ‘the thirty-first 
day of August,’ and insert the word ‘ Michael- 
mas. ”°—(.Wi. Gibson Bowles.) : 


(Juestion proposed, “That the words 
‘the thirty-first day of August’ stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 


(6.35.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
was perfectly ready to admit that this 
proposal ought not to carry over to next 
session. Autumn sessions, of which they 
had had so many examples, were always 
undertaken to fulfil certain business, and 
the House was generally very anxious 
not to spend any of that time dealing 
with any other business. He thought it 
would be contrary to the spirit of this 
Standing Order that at the beginning of 
that session they should go through a 
debate as to whether private Members’ 
privileges should be revised or not. He 
was ready to meet his hon, friend by 
saying that they ought not to go over 
into the next year, and if that com- 
promise would promote harmony, he 
should be glad to accept it. 

Sik ROBERT REID 


(Dumfries 


Burghs) said it seemed to him that the | 
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difference was simply between the 29th 
of September and the 25th of December. 
Was it really worth while for the House 
of Commons to spend all this time 
because the Government declined to 
consider the wishes of hon. Gentlemen 
upon so small a matter as this? The 
only contingenzsy which the right hon. 
Gentleman now stood out for was that 
when the session should flow over to an 
autumn session, which did not happen 
more than once in four or five years. It 
would not take more than two or three 
hours to get the House to consent to 
give the time, and was it not really 
courting a waste of time for the Govern- 
ment upon a matter of that kind to 
refuse to consider the wishes of their 
opponents? Was it worth while keeping 
on a debate of this kind upon so small 
and unimportant a matter ! 


1490 


*Mr. CHAPLIN said that for the 
purpose of the interpretation of the 
Rule there must be some dite fixed 
to limit its operation. The Rule con- 
tained the expression “after Whitsun- 
tide.” When would “ after Whitsuntide ”’ 
cease to have any meaning? And when 
would ‘before Whitsuntide” begin ? 
Supposing the session was adjourned 
to the March of the following year, 
what would be the effect of the Rule 
then? “After Whitsuntide,” in that 
ease, would be a misleading term. If 
they took into consideration the possi- 
bility of a long adjournment, there 
must be some limit, if only for the 
purpose of making the Rule intelligible. 


(6.40.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND said 
he was not quite sure how they stood, 
and he was afraid that the right hon. 
Gentleman had somewhat reced:d from 
the position which he took up. He 
understood him to concede th point 
that where a prorogation had taken 
place anda new session commenced in 
the autumn, these Rules ought not to 
apply. The suggestion about “the end 
of the year” would not meet the case. 
They agreed that in case a session ended 
in August or September by prorogation, 
and before Christmas another session 
commenced, they should not apply. If 
instead of proroguing Parliament in 
August or September the Government 
thought they could carry out the plans 
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with less trouble by simply adjourning 


{COMMONS} 


the session until October or November, | 
then the Rules were to apply. That 


was a most unreasonable 
If on the 31st of August the Govern- 


‘ment made up their mind to spend | 


proposal. | 


Rules. 1492 
if he might say so with all respect— 
by the repetition of arguments, he 
would willingly make the concession. 
He would agree to the insertion in the 


| Rule of the words “until Michaelmas,” 


November or December discussing their | 


policy, and did not think it convenient 


thought it was most unreasonable that | 
That was | 


those Rules should apply. 
the difference between them, and he 
agreed with the hon. and _ learned 
‘Gentleman on the front Opposition 
Bench that the point was not worth 
the time they were expending on it. 


Mr. CLANCY said that, so far as he 


) | was concerned, he accepted the Amend- 
to prorogue but easier to adjourn, he) 


The right hon. Gentleman said that | 


Parliament never met under 


those | 


circumstances except to discuss some | 
business which was so urgent that the | 


whole House was anxious to discuss it 
and devote all their time to it. Suppose 
that was the case—why should the 
Government be afraid of having 4 


discussion under those circumstances, . 


which could not last more than a 
couple of hours, on the question as to 


whether the House really did wish to. 


devote the whole of its time to this 
particular business? He urged the 
right hon. Gentleman, in the interest 
of rapid progress with the Rules, to 
make a further concession. 


(6.45.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his 
view of this Standing Order might be 
very briefly stated. When the universal 


experience of the House showed that | 
a certain procedure with regard to. 
private Members’ Bills was a convenient | 


procedure, it was time to embody it in 
the Standing Orders. The universal 


experience of the House had shown that | 
when the House met for an autumn | 


session after an adjournment it met to 
finish up Government Bills ; and there- 


fore it would simply be a waste of a_ 


few hours at the opening of such a 
session to discuss whether or not the 
rights of private Members should be 
revived. No Government would consent 
to the revival of these rights in such 
circumstances. Still, though he did not 
think the Amendment would be an 
improvement to the Rule, if it were 
the general impression that by its 
adoption progress would be made with 
Rules, instead of time being wasted— 


Mr. John Redmond. 


ment of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
thought that Michaelmas would be a 
more suitable date. The observations 
that fell from the right hon. Gentleman 
would lead to the notion that this 
Motion had been made with the desire 
of obstructing the progress of the 
Rules. He had not spoken on the 
Rules until tonight. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I intended to 
make no such suggestion. 


Mr. CLANCY said he understood 
that these Rules should not apply to an 
autumn session. He made no particular 
imputation against the Government 
now in office. He had complete distrust 
of all Governments, no matter which 
Party they belonged to. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he would make a suggestion 
which would carry out the general under- 
standing of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman had expressed his willingness 
to insert some such words as “until the 
House be prorogued.” [Cries of “‘ No.” 
He urged him to make it clear that a 
new session would not be included in 
the scope of the Rule. He suggested 
that the words to be inserted after 
“ Whitsuntide” should be “until the 
House be prorogued or adjourned more 
than a week.” 


Question put and negatived. 
Question, “That the werd ‘ Michael- 
mas’ be there inserted,” put, and 


agreed to. 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


(6.50.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
said he had an Amendment to 


propose which was not on the Paper. 
The -Amendment itself was not abso- 
lutely necessary, but it was  neces- 
sary to move it in order to get an 
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explanation. He pointed out that an | 
Amendment which was accepted on 
Tuesday, and of which the Blue Paper 
took no account, and was, therefore, | 
incorrect, had entirely altered the 
character of paragraph () of the 
Standing Order. That paragraph, to. 
which the House had agreed, and, 
therefore, could not go back upon, laid 
it down that at the evening sitttings of 
Tuesday: and Wednesday, Motions and 
sills of private Members should have 
precedence of Government business. 
Paragraph (d), as it now stood, pro- 
vided that— 
“after Whitsuntide and up to Michaelmas, 
Government business shall have precedence at 
all evening sittings, and at all Friday sittings, 
except the sittings on the third and fourth 
Fridays after Whit Sunday.” 
He proposed after the word Michaelmas 
to insert the words— 
“* subject to the provisions of paragraph (b.)” 
Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last in-erted, to insert the 


words, ‘snhject to the provisions of paragraph 
(hb). °—{ Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 
Question proposed, ‘That those 


el] 


words be there inserted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that the 
obvious intention of the whole Rule 
was that, whereas the session should 
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Channiuvg, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Covan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Diike, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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| Ellis, 
Emmott, 


F french, a 
Fitzmaurice, 
Foster, $ 


Fuller, J. M. 


Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, 
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Captain A, 


Lord Edmond 

Flynn, J mes Christopher 

Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 

Fowler, ~ Hon. Sur Henry 
F. 


ome ‘Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

| Gladstone, Kt Hn Herbert John 
ene oa Da iel Ford 


John 

Hardie, J. Kei sir’ oe rthyrTydv il 

Harmsworth, R. 

Harwood, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
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start with the evening sittings of Tues- 


'day and Wednesday being devoted to 
| private 


Members, after Easter the 
Government would take the Tuesday 
and after Whitsuntide the Wednesday 
evening sittings. He could not accept 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. McKENNA said the priority to be 
given to private Members’ business over 
Government business depended on other 
Standing Orders. The House did not 
accept the proposal by which the 
Government's intention was to be 
carried out. The House made a new 
proposal, which was accepted by the 
Government. Now private Memb rs’ 
Motions and Bills were to have pre- 
cedence at certain sittings over the 
whole session. [Cries of “ No.”| Hon. 
Members might say ‘“‘ No,” but he read 
the Rule in that form. That would 
have been reasonable, and in accordance 


with the original intention of the 
Government. It was ridiculous for the 


right hon. Gentleman to say that the 
proposal before the House was only 
carrying out the original intention of 
the ‘tovernment. He should certainly 
support the Motion of his hon. friend. 


(7.0.) Question put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 


142 ; 
Noes, 223. (Division List No, 97.) 


ES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Art!ur D. 
Helme, Norval Watsen 
H_ bnouse. C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
| Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Dean (Fife, West) 
H» niman, F 7 k John 
Jameson, Major J. Eu-ta e 
Jones, D’vid Brynmo: (Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
yee, Michael 
Kearley, Huuason E. 
Kinloch SirJobnt reorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 
Layl n'-Barratt, Francis 
| Lough, Thomas 
' Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| MaeNeill John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
\Crae, George 
| MWGovern ¥ i 
M Kean, John 
MK llop, W. (Sligo, Nort!:) 
M Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Hor ce Rendaii 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mouoney, John J. 


Brampton 


Leicester 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, ‘Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J 
O’Connor, T. P. 
O'Donnell, T. 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,George Wim. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 


(Liverpool) 
(Kerry, W.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F, 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ag mew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- ‘Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir og am 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C — Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.(Manelrr 
Balfour. Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, F rederi ick George 
Barry, Sir Frane . T. (W indsor) 
Bartle ey, George C. T. 


Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
sull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
: Jecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Gree nwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W ore’r 
Chamberlayne, T (S thampton) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn( ‘harlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur D. 
fea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.{ Waterford) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
toche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt Hn C. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 


NOES. 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crip yps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton ) 
C rossiey, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T. R(T rH’ mlets.S. Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Nouglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxiord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. — William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. - Ralph Douglas 
Fellow om, Sg Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd (Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

| Gunter, Sir Robert 

| Hall, Edward Marshall 

| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
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Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,s. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wason, Eugene(( ‘lackmannan) 


Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, A Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, F red W.( Norfolk, Mia. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Warner and Mr 
M Kenna. 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(H: unley 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Higginbottow, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhonse, Henry (Somerset, E 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield, isrightside 
Hornby, Sir William Hemy 
Houldsworth, Sur Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Mertor 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wn. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A rthur H(Hants.,Fareham 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M’ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’¢ ‘almont,¢ ‘ol. H. L. B( Cambs. 


| M’Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
| M Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
| Majendie, James A. H 

! Maleolm, Ian 

| Maple, Sir John Blundell 


Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E(Wigt'n 


, Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 





i ee a> a> E> ae > a> ee ee a Be — 


ey 


ey 


re) 


a 
on 





1497 New Procedure 


Montagu, Hon..J.Seott(Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David. yw Jalthamst’ w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A, (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Grah’ m(Bute | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donal Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


(7.15.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES moved 


to except from the operation of the sub- 


sectlon— 


“Government Bills other than Money Bills, 
which do not then stand committed either to 


| Renwick, George 


| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Smith 
| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
ms alentia, Viscount 
tidley, Hon. M. WwW (Stalybridge | Vincent, CLSirC.E. H(Sheffield 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Wason,JohnC athcart(Orkney) 
| Webb, C olonel William George 
| Whiteley,H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Rt HnJ Pow’ll-(Bium. 
Russell, T. W. ' Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Rutherford, John | W ilson, A. Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- iW ilson, John (Falkirk) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Saestem. Sir Edward Albert Wilson,J .W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks, ) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lineoln) | Wodehouse, Rt. Ho. E. R (Bath) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Abel H.(Hertford,East) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
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temnant, James Farquharson , 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
found, James 


Spear, John Ward Wyndham, I tt. Hon. ane 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. 
Stanley, Lord abn ) Younger, William 


Stewart,SirMark J.M’ Taggart | 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Marray 


Question proposed, ‘That those 


words be there inserted.” 


(7.20.) Mr. A. {J BALFOUR said 
that, although the Government was 


a Committee of the Whole House, toa Grand not likely to come down with a vast 


Committee, or to a Select Committee.” 


He expressed regret that 


new programme after Whitsuntide, the 
he had not House ought not to be absolutely de- 


been able to put this Amendment on prived of carrying forward any new 


the Paper. 


right hon. Gentleman proposed to take it. 
after Whitsuntide the whole of the time ment. | 


Its object was clear. The legislation which might be agreeable to 


[An Hon. Memper: The Govern- 
He said the House, for the con- 


for Government business, and that was tradistinction of House and Government 
quite reasonable when Government Bills in this connection was illusory. The 


had reached a certain stage. 
however, 
Money Bills and the Appropriation Bills, 
which came at the end of the session, 


were certain Bills, 


There Government were, after all, the organ of 
such as the majority. The Bills proposed in the 
exceptional case would represent the 
opinions of the House, and it ought not 


which ought to be excepted, and the to be said that to introduce such legisla- 
(‘overnment had no right to take away lation would be wrong without a special 
from Members of the House the whole resolution of the House empowering the 


of their time for all purposes except for Government to do so. 
Bills that had arrived at a certain stage 


‘Te contended that the 


ought not to have precedence after danger. 


He hoped his 
hon. friend would not attempt to raise 
Government |a barrier against a perfectly imaginary 
He trusted his hon. friend 


Whitsuntide for the purpose of introduc- | would not press this Amendment. 


ing fresh legislation without special leave 


of the House. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 9, after the words ny moe 
Business,’ to insert the words ‘ except Gover 


| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said he r 

membered a good many highly eater 
_versial Bills brought in well on in July 
which led to an undue prolongation of 
the session. It had been said that the 


ment Bills other than Money Bills, which ‘lo surest way of securing a late session was 


not then stand committed either to a Com- 


to have rapid progress of Bills in the 


mittee of the Whole House, to a Standing | early part of the session, because this 


Committee, or to a Select Committee.’” —(Mr. 


Gibson Bowles.) 


tempted Ministers to bring forward other 
3K 2 
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measures which otherwise would have 
remaiued pigeon-holed. His hon. friend 
introduced a highly controversial Irish 
Land Bill one year which made its ap- 
pearance well on in July, and he made 
a Motion on the very first night to sus- 
pend the twelve o’clock rule in order to 
hurry it through. He knew the First 
Lord of the Treasury was reasonably 
inclined and always endeavoured to meet 
the feelings of the House and whatever 
his failings, he had, to do him justice, 
always set his face against long sessions; 
but he was not always going to devote 
the whole of his time to leading the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER thought 
they might have Leaders of a very different 
disposition to the right hon. Gentleman, 
as they had had before, who might 
possess an insatiable desire for legislation 
of that kind, and who did not mind 
whether they sat the whole year round 
ornot. He thought they ought not to 
provide any Minister with any proclivity 
to stifle the rights of private Members of 
the House of Commons. 


*(7.25.) Mr CHANNING said that 
ten or eleven years ago he put a Notice 
on the Paper to the effect that new 
sills should not be introducedafter a fixed 
date after the passing of the Technical 
Instruction Actin 1889. That Bill was 
introduced in the month of July, ata 
very late period of the session, when a 
very large number of hon. Members had 
left for various parts of the country, and 
was forced through Parliament, carrying 
with it as it did the germ of a complete 
revolution in education, under wholly 
improper and exceptional circumstances. 
It seemed to him that the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn had raised a point of first 
class importance. It was wholly un- 
reasonable that any Government should 
take, without exceptional grounds, power 
to stifle the right of the House to) 
challenge their introduction of con- 
troversial and important legislation late 
in the session. Hon. Members who 
could recall the prolonged session of 
1893-94 would recognise that the 
danger of which he complained was not 
altogether to be feared by those who 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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| were sitting on the Opposition side. He 

should deprecate any Ministry prolong- 
|ing the session to Michaelmas, which 
'was now the date to which this Rule 
affecting priority of business would run, 
for extremely controversial measures 
which, by means of the majority they 
might be able to keep together when the 
rest of the House could not attend, they 
might be able to pass into law. This 
power should be limited, and if the 
Government introduced new legislation at 
a late period of the session the House 
should be given the right of fully 
expressing its opinion, and of challeng- 
ing the course the Government proposed 
to take. Such an op»ortunity would 
enable independent Members to point 
out various considerations why any 
such proposal should be deferred to the 
sueceeding session, which would allow the 
whole country to discuss the proposals in 
a reasonable way. Hon. Members must 
be perfectly aware that no more con- 
tentious proposal than the Technical 
Instruction Act could have been forced 
through the House in the month of 
July, and this was a striking illustration 
of the impropriety of allowing any 
Government to force through the House 
of Commons Bills of that kind without 
giving hon. Members a chance of 
challenging the right of the Government 
to introduce such legislation at that 
time. 


*Stir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
opposed the Amendment, and made 
special reference to one Bill which 
was introduced every year, namely, 
the Expiring Laws Continuation Bill, 
which was a measure of greatest 
importance. He certainly felt that the 
(Jovernment were entitled to exercise full 
liberty upon this matter, for there was 
hardly a session in which important 
Departmental Bills had to be introduced 
at a late period of the session. He 
therefore hoped that the House would 
give the Government the power which 
they now sought to obtain. 


(7.30.) Mr. T. P. OCCONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) supported the Amendment 
as a reasonable proposition. As the Rule 
now stood, after Whitsuntide the control 
of the House would be in the hands of the 
Government, and the privileges of private 
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Members would cease. Under those cir- | 
cumstances private Members might not | 
be so regular in their attendances after | 
Whitsuntide as they had been befure, and | 
the position would be that on the one. 
side there would be a thin and jaded 
House, and on the other an omnipotent 
Government. In the late months of the 
session, when Members were weary and 
the attendance small, there was grave | 
danger that a measure brought forward 
by a powerful Government would be 
accepted in a hurry, and with less criticism 
than it ought to receive. If the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for King’s | 
Lynn were accepted, the power of a 
Government to introduce new legislation 
after Whitsuntide would not be destroyed 
because the first words o! the Rule| 
governed the whole, ‘‘ unless the House 
otherwise direct.’’ The simple effect of 
the Amendment would be that the 
Government could not introduce entirely 
new legislation without first getting per- | 
mission to do so. Certainly it was but 
fair that a Government should set forth 
its legislative programme in the first 
half of the session. Governments were 
only human after all, and every Govein- 
ment wanted to get through its business 
with as little difficulty and discussion as 
possible, and unless this Amendment was 
passed the temptation to the Government 
would be not to introduce measures in 
the times of difficulty before Whitsuntide, 
when private Members practically con- 
trolled the House, but after Whitsuntide 
when all the time was their own. It 
had been suggested that the Government 
would not introduce great public measures 
in this way after Whitsuntide, but the 
House must remember that the great 
teform Act, which revolutionised the 
franchise of this country, was what was 
known as a ten minutes Bill. And it 
might be that the Government might 
be forced by pressure from their own 
supporters, or even by the Opposition, to 
bring in a Bill, which they had post- | 
poned, after Whitsuntide. 
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and sappy, and the proposals of the 
Governraent, if carried, would have the 
effect of making the House a mere office 
of registration after that date. It was 
only by putting on Government tellers 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
enabled to carry these Rules. If the 
ballot was in force in this matter not 
one of them would be passed. The right 
hon. Gentleman was destroying the 
Parliamentary machine, and making the 
proceedings of this House a sorry farce. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
it appeared to him that it did not 
matter one pin’s head whether the 
Amendment was accepted or not, because 
all Bills which the Government were 
unable to bring in under Section ‘ D” 
could be brought in under Section “ A.” 
Its acceptance would not inconvenience 
the Government in any way whatever, 
while it would probably shorten the 
debate on the Rule generally. 


(7.45.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
pointed out that in 1894 the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, at a _ very 
late period in the session, introduced an 
Evicted Tenants Bill. That was a most 
important Bill, involving a very large 
principle, and it was thrown out by the 
House of Lords on the ground that it 
was introduced so late in the session that 
it could not be thoroughly considered. 
Another case was the Tithes Bill, which 
introduced an entirely novel principle 
into the incidence of rating. There was 
also the Land Purchase Act of 1885, a 
measure the effects of which were very 
wide-reaching. If the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn were 
accepted, Bills of that character could 
not be introduced so late in the session. 
It was, therefore, a very important pro- 
posal, but the House had had only a few 
casual words from the First Lord in 
regard to it. If the Amendment were 
carried, the session would probably b« 
Earlier in the session the 


| Government would make up their minds 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that | 
all the Amendment proposed was | 
that no Bills should be introduced 
by the Government after Whitsun- | 
tide which had not arrived at their | 
Second Reading stage before that date. | 


After Whitsuntide the House grew imp! 


as to the measures it was worth 
their while to proceed with ; those 
measures would be carried to Second 
Reading, and referred either to a Com- 
mittee of. the whole House or to a Select 
Committee, aad they alone wou'd be 
persevered with. Then later in the 
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session there would not be the experi- 
ence of measures mentioned in the King’s 
Speech lying like a nightmare on the 
minds of the House, and Members would 
be inclined to deal more seriously with 
the measures before them, and the busi- 
ness would be expedited. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said the hon. 
Member for Bristol was under a mis- 
conception as to the scope and nature of 
the Amendment. The hon. Gentleman 
had said that an important principle was 
involved, and that if carried it would 
greatly curtail the length of the session. 
As a matter of fact, so far as he could 
understand, there was nothing in the 
Amendment to prevent the Government 
introducing a Bill either on Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday 
after Whitsuntide without coming to 


the House, and asking for leave to do so. | 


The scope of the Amendment seemed to 
be somewhat limited, and to he confined 
to preventing the Government pro- 
ceeding jwith such Bills as were there 


described on Fridays only, without 
first obtaining leave. That could 


hardly be said to involve any very 
large or important principle. Moreover, 
it was clear that if the Government had 
a sufficient majority after Whitsuntide 
to introduce a Bill on either of the other 
days they would also have a sufficient 
majority to obtain the necessary leave to 
introduce a Bill on a Friday. It, there- 
fore, seemed to resolve itself into this, | 
that if the Amendment were carried it | 
would merely lead to just that waste of | 
time which it was the object of the| 
Rules to avoid. He, therefore, hoped | 
the right hon. Gentleman would resist | 
the Amendment because it was entirely | 
antagonistic to the whole principle of | 
the new Rules. | 

Mr. POWER said that even the most 
bitter enemies of the First Lord of the 
Treasury would acknowledge that he was 
always anxious that Parliament should 
not sit late into the year, but that the 
House should rise in time for Members to 
enjoy at any rate a part of the summer. 
Members had to look, however, to the | 
future, when possibly there would be | 
Leaders of the House who were not so | 
strongly animated by that proper spirit, | 
and the Rules should be so framed that | 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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such Leaders were not able to avail them- 
selves of the hard-and-fast provisions now 
proposed by the Amendment. Bills 
such as those referred to by the hon. 
| Member for Wigan would be put in no 
worse position than they now occupied. 
For his part he objected to the system 
altogether. Ireland had suffered from it 
in the past and would perhaps suffer from 
it in the future. There could not be a 
healthier Rule than that Bills of first-class 
importance should be introduced at a time 
of the year when Members were compara- 
‘tively fresh, and not et the fag-end of the 
session, when they were physically 
incapable of giving proper attention to the 
details of complicated measures. The 
Tithes Bill was a case in point. That 
‘measure was introduced considerably after 
Whitsuntide ; it was full of contentious 
matter; and, although it involved very 
large principles, the House had not a fit 
opportunity of discussing it. If the 
Amendment were carried the Government 
would not be in a bad position, because, if 
they desired to introduce an important 
Bill at a late period of the session, they 
_would merely have to ask the opinion of 
the House, and, if the House were favour- 
|able, there would be nothing to prevent 
| the introduction of the measure. The 
right hon. Gentleman ought to show more 
confidence in the House ; it would then he 
/much easier, both in the present and in 
'the future, to conduct properly the 
| business of the country. As far as the 
| Irish Members were concerned, they were 


| bound to oppose a system under which 


they suffered such disadvantages, and he 
should support the Amendment. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) recognised 
that there was considerable weight in the 
contention of the hon. Member for Dundee 
that this Amendment referred only to the 
introduction of certain public Bills on a 
particular day, and he suggested that a 
better way of dealing with the point would 
be to raise the question again on another 
sub-clause, so that it would apply to the 
introduction of all Bills other than money 
Bills after Whitsuntide. There had been 
a universal protest against such belated 
legislation. When an Evicted Tenants 
Bill was introduced in July, so great was 
their indignation that certain hon. Gentle- 
men walked out of the House in a body, 
and refused to have any part or parcel in 
the discussion of the measure. It was 
very strange that those Gentlemen should 
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now be so anxious to sacrifice their that in their own interests they would 
principles in the interests of progress as | have been anxious to accept some such 
to be willing to give power to introduce Amendment as that now before the House. 
Bills at any time up to Michaelmas in any | In the interests of fair and impartial 
session. There would come atime when | consideration of measures of public impor- 
the Party at present in Opposition would | tance, and in order to provide against 
be in power, and what would now be open | panic legislation of any sort whatever, he 
to the present Government to do under | urged upon the Government the desir- 
these Rules a Liberal Government would ability of accepting the Amendment. 

then be able to do. When that time 
came, he could well imagine how Members 
of the Unionist party would protest 
against the injustice of being compelled to 
sit in the House during the sultry dog- 
days of July and August, or up to 
Michaelmas, in order to pass measures 
dealing with ground values, the better 
housing of the working classes, or even 
old age pensions. He should have thought 


(8.0.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked 
the permission of the House to withdra 
his Amendment. [Cries of “ No, no.’’| 


(Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 
195. (Division List No. 98.) 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 


\llan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Rebert 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

slack, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Delling 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 
sroadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cam y bell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 
‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
‘Aznabd Permian, Hugh O. 


| Norman, Henry 


AYES. 


Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones,D'vid Brynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch, SirJ ohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Marphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joxeph (Louth, South) 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans | 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O‘Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 


NOES. 


| Arrol, Sir William 

| Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 

| Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
| Bailey, James (Walworth) 


O‘Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O*Dowd, John 

O‘Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O‘Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O‘Malley, William 

O* Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O‘Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

fea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


' Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. ) 


| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| White. Patrick (Meath, North) 
| Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES, Mr. 
Channing and Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse. 


| Bain, Colonel James Robert 

| Baird, John George Alexander 
| Baldwin, Alfred 

| Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
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Balfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds | re G.R.C.Ormsby(Salop 
Barry Sir Francis T.( Windsor) | Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Bartley, ( reorge C. T. | ¢ Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Beckeit, Ernest William | Goulding, Edward ‘Alfred 
Bignold, Arthur | Greene, ‘Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Bigzwood, James | Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Bill, Charles Grenfell, William Henry 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Bond, Edward | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Hanbury,Rt.Hn. Robert Wm. 
Brotherton, Edward Allen Harris, Frederick Leverton 
sg William Ernest Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Bull, William James Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Bullard, Sir Harry Hay, Hon. Claude George 
; ‘autley, Henry Strother Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
‘av endish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Helder, Augustus 
toon Sir Charles William | Henderson, Alexander 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Hermou-Hodge,RovertTrotter 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Higginhottom, 5S. W. 
Cc hauber lain,J. “Austen(Wore’ r Hoare, Sir Samuel 
( enone T. (N'thampton | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
( ‘hurehill, W inston Spencer 
Coghili, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir. John€ harles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athol 
Corbett, A C oe (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
- ‘OX, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 
foe Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar. T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamT heodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning. Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, RtHn,SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, ¢ reorge H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond’n | Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans | Mount, William Arthur 
Godson, Sir Augustus Freder’k | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | | Murray, RtHn A. Graham(Bute 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S) Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Johnson, William (Beltast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arth’r H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M’ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’ Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M’kKillop, — 
Majendie, James A. H. 

| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moore, William (Antrim. N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walt’mstow 
Morgan,Hn. Fred (Mon’mthsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


(8.13.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said; sary to put in this saving clause. 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
0’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Perey, Earl 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 


Hope, J. F. (Shettield Bri'tside | 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwi ick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Riwhie, Rt. Ha.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Mary lebone, Ww. 
Seeley, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley,Hn Arthur,(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charle- Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vineent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Whiteley, H.(Aston-und-Lyne 
Williams, Kt HaJ. Powell( Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilsen, J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wynvham, Rt. Hon. George 
ba aa gg a Major W.H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOEs, Sir 


William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


it was clear that the intention of the| begged to move his Amendment. 


Government could not have been to take 
precedence even after Whitsuntide ov er 


Motions for adjournment. As they were! After 


cast-iron Rules he thought it was neces- | Bowles.) 


the word “precedence ” 


now settlin recedence by i | words ‘of all business except. Motions for the 
& P eS a ae | adjournment of the House.”—(J/*. 


Amendment proposed— 


Gibson 


He 


insert the 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I 
ask your ruling on this point? My 
right hon. friend suggests that a Motion 
for the adjournment of the House is 
“business” within the meaning of this 
Rule, and that therefore we ought to 
provide for its precedence when the 
adjournment is moved over all other 
business at the evening sitting. I venture 
to submit to you that the universal 
practice of the House has been that a 
Motion for adjournment has not been 
regarded as “business.” Quite apart 
from that argument the Amendment is 
really wholly unnecessary, and indeed 
has no meaning. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I think this is per- | 


fectly unnecessary, because it would not 
give precedence to Motions for the ad- 
journment of the House, if there is an 
Order passed which deals with Motions 
for adjournment and specifies the time 
they are to be made. This would be an 
exceptional clause which could not be 
acted upon in view of the general Rule. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
whether my right hon. friend is right in 
saying that a Motion for adjournment is 
not business ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not proposing 
to give a precise definition of what comes 
under “business.” But if there is a 
general Rule that Government business 
should have precedence, and there is 
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| *Mr. SPEAKER: At present it appears 
| that this Rule would not interfere with 
, that Standing Order, but when the House 
comes to deal with the Rule about 
Questions there may be something said as 
'to whether Motions for adjournment are 
| to come after Questions or not. At the 
present moment the Amendment pro- 
posed is quite unnecessary, and when any 
Standing Order is passed which deals with 
Motions for adjournment it would also 
be quite unnecessary, for that would over- 
ride any general Rule as to the precedence 
| of Government business. 


Mr. CHANNING: Sub-section (/) 
refers to the precedence to be given to 
Government business at all evening sit- 
| tings, and at all Friday sittings after 
Whitsuntide, and if that is passed, it 
seems to me that Standing Order 17 does 
not apply. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I say that there is 

no right of Motion for adjournment 
except under Standing Order 17. 
If any new Standing Order is made, 
or if that Rule is amended so as to give 
another time for dealing with Motions 
for adjournment, that will override any 
gen “lt Rule made here. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am ex- 
tremely anxious to know where we are. 
When this Rule giving precedence to 
Government business at all evening 
sittings after Whitsuntide has _ been 
passed, it will, nevertheless, be overridden 
by a specific Rule giving opportunities 
for Motions for adjournment. 


another Standing Order passed by the | 


House which says that at a certain time 
a certain Motion may be made, that would 
override any general Rule as to the pre- 
cedence of Government business. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I do not 


think that Rule has been passed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: But there is already 

a Standing Order which says when a 
Motion for adjournment may be made, 
and that would stand although Govern- 
ment business has precedence. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: May I point 
out that that does not refer to the 
present Rule, because it states that a 
Motion for adjournment must follow 
Questions, and we are now dealing with 
evening sittings. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is so. It has 
continually been the case that when 
precedence has been given to Gov- 
ernment business at certain times Motions 
for adjournment may still come on. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I wish to ask 
whether the Government will undertake 
to introduce words which will carry out 

‘the view with which you have favoured 
the House. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: It is enough to say, 

'in regard to Motions for adjournment, 

‘that when the new Rule is made, it will 
override the general Rule. 


The Amendment was ruled out of 
order. (8.22.) 
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*(8.55.) Mr. 
(Essex, Saffron Walden) said that, instead 
of moving his Amendment exactly as it 


sub-section (d)— 


‘* And at all Friday sittings, except the sit- 
ings on the third and fourth Fridays after 
Whit Sunday.” 


{COMMONS} 
JOSEPH A. PEASE/in this House, as the result of private 
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Members, on a Wednesday aiternoon, 


_and it was well known that the Govern- 
appeared on the Paper, he proposed | 
merely to omit the following words in| 


ment often approved of private Members’ 
Bills and desired to see them carried 
into law. Then why should private 
Members’ privileges be taken away by 


'such a Rule as this? It was true private 


'Members had been deprived of their 


Sub section («) provided that Government 


business should have precedence at every 
sitting except the sitting on Friday, and 
if the words he proposed to omit were 
omitted, it would follow that private 
Members would be left, as heretofore, in 
possession of a morning sitting on one 


day in each week. Yesterday the House | 


discussed whether private Members 
should be deprived of some of their 
privileges in regard to moving Motions, 
but he thought it was very much more 
important that unofficial Members should 
have the power of moving Bills in regard 
to various matters which required atten- 
tion from the Legislature, and that they 
should not readily forfeit that power. 
He would give an illustration of what 
he meant. A session might be sum- 
moned towards the end of February, 
there might be very debatable matter 
in the King’s Speech, and the debate on 
the Address might extend over three or 
four weeks, during which period private 
Members would be deprived of all possi- 
bility of using their morning sittings. 
Then the exigencies of Supply during 
the following month might be such as to 
deprive Members of Friday sittings. 
Easter and Whitsuntide might be early, 
and after Whitsuntide private Members 
would only have, at the most, thethird and 
fourth Fridays in which to promote Bills, 
under the Rule devised by the Govern- 
ment. The First Lord of the Treasury 
said that his object in proposing the new 
Rules was to bring the Rules into 
sympathy with the practice of the House. 
Up to 1886 private Members had time 
at their disposal, on certain days of the 
week, almost to the very end of the 
session, and it was only in August that 
the Government ever thought of depriv- 
ing Members of their privileges with 
regard to moving Bills. A large num- 
ber of Bil’s had from time to time 
been passed through the House as the 
result of the action of private Members. 


A large number of Bills had been carried | 





powers many times, but never at so early 
a period. In 1899 they were not 
deprived of their Wednesdays until 
July 17th, and in 1900 not until July 4th. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 5S. 
W.): What date was Whitsuntide ! 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE could not 
say what the date was for the moment. 
In 1901 the private Members were not 
deprived of their time until July 4rd, 
but this year they were to be cut out 


on June llth or June 18th if this 
proposal were carried. It made no 
difference when Whitsuntide fell: his 


argument was equally forcible. Ii 
Whitsuntide fell early, it was all the 
harder that private Members should be 
deprived of their privileges; if Whitsun- 
tide fell late, it was to their advantage. 
But whether it fell early or late, it did 
not justify the Government depriving 
them of their privileges without a 
resolution by the House. When the 
Leader of the House in the past had 
proposed to deprive private Members 


of their Wednesdays, it was not, 
as had been suggested, followed by a 
prolonged debate; there never had 
been a prolonged debate on any such 
proposals. Occasionally one or two 


members of the Opposition had made 
their protest, but in every case prolonged 
discussion had been absent. In_ the 
ordinary period of a Parliamentary 
session there were from twenty-three to 
twenty-six Wednesdays. In some years 
the private Members had as many as 
fourteen and the Government took eight; 
in 1893, when the Home Rule Bill was 
discussed, private Members had seven 
and the Government took thirty-five. 


When private Members were to be de- 


prived of their privileges, some case 
ought to be shown for so depriving them 


of those privileges which they had had 


from time immemorial. It had heen 
shown year after year that there was 
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an inereasing desire on the part of Mem- 
bers to ballot for a place on Wed- 


nesday to bring in _ private Bills. 
It was exceptional in earlier years 
for a private Member to ballot for 


a place to introduce a _ subject in 
which he was interested, but interest 
in private legislation was growing because 
the other privileges of private Members 
had been taken away. They could only 
now air their views on a subject upon 
which they desired legislation by intro- 
ducing private Bills. Year after year 
Bills were introduced for the sole purpose 
of getting the subject matter of the Bill 
discussed. The present Government 
was not a permanent institution, and 
there might be a Government in 
power more capable than the present, 
who would manage to economise its time 
better than the present Government had 


done up to the present time. If 
that happened, the Government might 
he able by its business ability to 
secure the passage of such measures 
as it desired to pass into law with- 
out having any necessity to take 


any private Members’ time, and in that 
case it would be deplorable for the 
Government to have to take time which 
they did not desire, simply because of the 
Standing Order, On the other hand, there 
might come a Government more incapable 
than the present, a Government which 
did not want to bring in any legislation ; 
and in that case it would be unnecessary 
to deprive private Members of their time. 
It had been the practice from time im- 
memorial for the Government to make a 
statement of the legislation they proposed, 
and no case, in his opinion, had been made 
out for any alteration in the Standing 
Order as it existed. He would not say, as 
a supporter of the Government had said, 
that the First Lord was callous and in- 
different to unofficial Members’ views, or 
yet, as another Member had said, showed 


irresolution, but he thought the First 
Lord of the Treasury was not up- 
holding the best traditions of the 


House when he only had regard to the 
interests of the Ministers of the day, and 
did not look after the privileges of private 
Members. He thought it would be a 
deplorable thing if they were deprived 
of the powers they now possessed, and it 
behoved private Members to safeguard 
the interests of the time still left to the 
House not yet taken by the Government. 


{10 ApriL 1902} 


‘because they got the time without 
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Amendment proposed— 


*<In line 10, to leave out the words ‘and : 
‘all ‘Friday sittings except the sittings on the 
third Ya fourth Fridays after Whit Sunday.’ 
(Mr. J. A. Pease.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘and all at Friday sittings except the 
sittings on the’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


(9,10.) Mr. GALLOWAY supposed that 
atsome time the House would passthe stage 
of discussing the privileges of private 
Members. He regarded this Amendment 
from an entirely different standpoint from 
that of the hon. Member who moved it. 
The hon. Member had said that over a 
hundred Bills were introdneed every 
session, and he regarded that as a most 
excellent crop of legislative efforts, which 
the Government only prevented becoming 
law. He trembled to think what the 
result would be if all these Bills found 
their way into the Statute-book. In the 
commencement of his speech the hon. 
Member had spoken of times when the 
Address in reply to the King’s Speech 
might take three or four weeks and 
when ‘the Government might come down 
after Easter and take the time of private 
Members for Supply. Unless his recollec- 
tion‘failed him, he believedithat a fortnight 
was the extent of time devoted to an 
Address to the Throne. It certainly 
never took four weeks. The whole 
argument of the hon. Member was that 
he wished the Government, whenever they 
desired to take the time of the House 
after Whitsuntide, to come down and 
ask permission to do so: that they 
ought not to take the time without show- 
ing cause for it. It was to obviate that 
that this practical Rule was proposed. 
No useful purpose was served by these 
discussions. Had anybody ever known 
an occasion when the Government had 
been refused these powers ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No, but 
important conditions have been obtained 
in exchange. Although the Government 
had the time, they had to bring in 
certain Bills. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that whether 
that was so or not he did not know, 
but there was no reason to suppose 
the Government would not star a Bill 
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discussion. 


{COMMONS} 
He hoped the Government | 


would stand fast by the Rule, and not | 


be influenced by the suggestions of hon. 
Members opposite. The 
private Members under the Rule would 
be affected by the period of the year in 


position of | 


which Whitsuntide fell, but whenever | 
it fell, nobody would suggest that the | 
Bills which had first place on the two | 


Wednesdays immediately 
Whitsuntide had any charce of passing 
into law during the session. 


preceding | 


He had | 


no desire to see ill-considered legislation | 


re through this House, but of all 
egislation, that which 

be most mischievous was the legislation 
of private Members, and there ore he 
hoped the Government would resist the 


Amendment. 


* Mr. CHANNING 


said that as 
the hon. Member who had _ just 
spoken only entered the House in 


was likely to) 


| 


1895, he had not been placed in the | 


unhappy position of sitting in opposition 
to the Government, and therefore hardly 
realised what it was to be disarmed and 
defenceless 
and des rable in the session of 1896 for 


It was not only necessary | 


the House to have a discussion with | 


regard to giving up the private Members 
time to the Government, but he remem- 
bered that it was necessary to move the 
adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to the incompetence of the 
Government to deal with the business 
of the session. The hon. Member 
appeared to think that a Government 


with a vast majority behind it would | 


be happy to star every private Bill 
presented te it. The hon. 
argument was that the Government, 
without agitation from any section 
of the House, was periectly certain to 
star all measures which it was desired 
should pass. 
Gentleman. He thought these discus- 
sions were of considerable value. It was 
useless to contend that proposals of 
private Members were not of value, and 


that their measures were not repeatedly | 


He differed from the hon. | 


Rules. 1516 


The word private Member was a perfect 
misnomer. The general body of the House 
was comprised of individual Members, 
but each individual Member represented 
in his own person the great body politic, 
which sent them all to the House. They 
were the voice of public opinion in their 
constituencies, and taking them altogether 
they were the collective voice of the 
community, expressing itself in favour of 
reform in the direction which it desired. 
He sincerely hoped his hon. friend would 
press this matter to the division. 


(9.30.) Mr. FLYNN said the 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down very properly said that the term 
“private Member” was a misnomer. If 
that was so, then the manner in which it 
had been used in the debate was a still 
greater misnomer. At present unofficial 
Members came together to consider 
measures in which they were largely 
interested, and they brought forward Bills 
which were backed by large sections of 
the House on both sides. That system 
had grown into favour very much, and 
the measures of private Members were 
not mere fads. The proposal of the 
Government would deprive the individual 
private Member of this right. If they 
studied these Rules they would be led to 
think that there had been a sort of super- 
natural inspiration about them, and hon. 
Members opposite seemed to think it was 
a kind of religious function on their part 
to support the Ministry in this matter. 
He did not know anything more remark- 
able in their procedure than the course he 
had alluded to. The generality of private 
Members wills represented the mature 


. , deliberation and opinion of very consider- 
Member’s | . 


able sections in the House upon both 
sides, and he thought the First Lord of 
the Treasury ought to pay some attention 
to the Amendment before the House, and 
|make some concession with regard to it. 
What the value of this so-called free day 
| at the end of the week was to be he could 
not for the life of him see. He thought 
| this ought to be made a Sessional Order. 
| 


(9.35.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 


being passed into law. One of his most | hoped this debate would not be prolonged. 
vivid recollections when he firstentered the | He perfectly understood that in formulat- 
House wasthe great number of Bills passed | ing their Rules, provision should be made 
last year by the hon. Member for South | to make it part of their settled practice 


Islington. 


He thought this Amendment | to restrict the amount of time given to 
was a wise one, and he hoped the | private 


Members after Whitsuntide. 


House would fight for it to the last.| When they came to that point he was 


Mr. Galloway. 


‘ 
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quite prepared to argue it, but the Amend- | had taken with regard to Wednesdays 


ment now before them went far beyond | after Whitsuntide. 


Those Wednesdays 


that, and far beyond what this House} in the whole of his Parliamentary ex- 


deliberately had shown itself over and 
over again anxious to accord. It was 
perfectly well known that for many years 
past the number of Wednesdays given to 








private Members’ Bills after Whitsuntide | 


had been limited, sometimes to three, but 
more commonly to two. It had never, 
within his Parliamentary experience, been 
the practice to give all Wednesdays after 
Whitsuntide to private Members’ Bills, 
and the Standing Orders passed by 
Mr. Smith showed that that 
was the intention 
At least, that was The 


his view. 


never | 
of the Government. | 


right hon. Baronet the Member for the | 


Forest of Dean had quoted "the recom- 
mendation of the Committee of 1878 


which suggested that all Wednesdays | 


left to 
There 


after Whitsuntide should be 
private Members’ Bills. 


however, been a great change since 
then. The whole circumstances of the 


House had been altered since then by 
the establishment of the Closure Rules, 
and by the practice, initiated by Mr. 
Speaker Peel, that after four hours 
debate every private Bill passed its 
Second Reading. That was never thought 


had, | 


perience had never been given to private 
Members, as was now proposed in the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 


(9.40.) Mr. CHAPLIN said he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 


that never within his Par'iamentary 
experience had all the Wednesdays after 
|Whitsuntide been taken up by private 


of in 1878, and there was no method in| 


operation then in the power of the 
majority to prevent that being carried 
out. It was evident that they could not 
legislate on private Members’ Bill pro- 
cedure under present circumstances. 
The whole of the circumstances of the 
House had been altered by the establish- 
ment of the Closure Rules and by the 
practice which had now become embodied 
in the general procedure of the House 
that, unless very exceptional circum- 
stances occurred, closure was granted at 
the end of a complete afternoon’s debate 
on a private Member’s Bill. ‘That altered 
the circumstances, and_ therefore 


he | 


refused to accept the decision arrived at, 
by the Committee of 1878 as carrying | 


with it any useful lessons at the present 
time. It seemed to him, therefore, that 
when revising their Rules they should 
make their theory correspond with their 
practice. He suggested that the present 


discussion would be more appropriate on 
some other Amendment. He based his 
case upon the practice which all Govern- 
ments, from whatever side of the House, 


| Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
stated nothing like that. What he said 
was that this Amendment gave, prima 
facie at all events, to private Members 
every Wednesday after Whitsuntide. 
That had never been the custom of this 
House since either his right hon friend 
or himself had been a Member of it. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Unless taken away 


by a motion of the Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that was 
what he was trying to say. Every 
Government, from whatever side of the 
House, whether his right hon. friend 
had been a Member of it or not, had 
taken away Wednesdays from private 
Members and that being so when 
they were revising their Rules they 
make 


ought to | their practice 
correspond with their theory. ‘This 
was a Rule which had been broken 


every year certainly for thirty or forty 
years without a single exception. Under 
those circumstances he ventured to 
suggest to the House that the proper 


occasion to discuss this question was not 


the present moment, because this Amend- 
ment gave every Wednesday and more 
Wednesdays than the Government were 
disposed to accord. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said the 
recommendation of the Committee of 
1878 was not adopted in the House 
itself until long after closure was 
adopted by the House, so that the right 
| hon. Gentleman’s argument on that head 
fell to the ground. The right hon. 
| Gentleman spoke as though this practice 
| of giving only two or three Wednesdays 
_after Whitsuntide was a long-standing 
| practice, but if he would look back he 
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would find that for many years before he 
became Leader in 1895 there was only one 


occasion when five or six Wednesdays were | 


not granted. It would be found that before 
the time when the right hon. Gentleman 
led the House five or six Wednesdays 
were always given after Whitsuntide to 
private Members’ Bills, and that was the 
old practice. Therefore this argument 
which had been addressed to the’ House 
by the right hon. Gentleman ought not 
to have any weight. The Standing 
Committees were reduced to an absurdity 
by the present system. It had happened 
vear after year for the last three or four 
vears that the Standing Committees, 
which were composed of hon. Members of 
great ability and experience, had given 
an enormous amount of labour to the 
slavish work of the House for which they 
got no sort of reward. They performed 
weighty work, and those hon. Members 
were expected to go upstairs and begin 
work upon Bills which might pass their 
Second Reading at a time when the first 
two Wednesdays after Whitsuntide were 
oceupied by Bills which were certain to 
take up those two Wednesdays. That had 
been the case yearafter year. TheStanding 
Committee on Law had before it last year 
no less than eight Bills at a time, when it 
was impossible that any of those Bills 
could have a chance of passing. That 
reduced the work of the Standing Com- 
mittee to an absurdity, and it placed the 
Members of the Committee in the position 
that they had either to deal with those 
Bills carelessly, although they might come 
up again in future years, or else waste an 
enormous amount of time in considering 
them. The limitation proposed now was 
a hard-and-iast cast-iron limitation. The 
right hon. Gentleman said the Amend- 
ment went too far, but it left the House 
to decide by a majority. The House had 
that small remnant of its former power 
in its hands, and he greatly preferred 
this elasticity to the Rule, even if they 
were to be cut down to two Wednesdays. 


*(9.46.) Mr.CHAPLIN said the Leader | 


of the House had appealed to hon. Members 


opposite not to prolong the discussion on | 
The main ground on’ 


this Amendment. 
which he made the appeal was that 
there was another Amendment to which 


the discussion would be more suited, and | 


that all he was doing was to bring the 
S:anding Orders into accordance with 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 


. that. 


Rules. 


the practice which had prevailed in the 
House for years past. He differed 
altogether from his right hon. friend, 
both as to the character of his proposal 
and also as to the facts. The practice of 
taking all but two private Members’ days 
after Whitsuntide was a new and a bad 
custom, which had been carried out 
mainly on the bad example and initiative 
of the right hon. Gentleman himself. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that since the 
year 1878 there had been a great change 
in the procedure of the House, because 
under Mr. Speaker Peel the closure was 
always given to private Bil's on Wednes- 
day afternoon. As the hon. Baronet had 
pointed out, that was not altogether 
correct ; but if it were correct, his answer 
was that if that practice prevailed in 
those days there was no practice in 1878 
of seeking to take all private Members’ 
Wednesdays after Whitsuntide. He was 
sure his right hon. friend would not deny 
It had been said that when these 
Motions were made, these Wednesdays 
were always taken. The majorities of 
his right hon. friend had enabled him 
to do this, but not very often without 
giving a quid pro quo, owing to the 
pressure which Members interested in 
particular Bills could bring to bear. 
Unless the House supported the 
Amendment, that power would be taken 
away from them for ever, and it would 
be absolutely impossible for any con- 
tentious Bill in the hands of a private 
Member to go further that session. 


1520 


Mr. GALLOWAY : Hear, hear! 


* Mr. CHAPLIN said the hon. Member 
for Manchester cheered that. There were 
two private Bills of immense interest to 
the country last session which bore on this 
point. One was the Children’s Bill, which 
was carried by the largest majority he 
remembered. His hon. friend, unless he 
was much maligned, was one of the most 
active in endeavouring to prevent the 
passing of the Bill. 


Mr. GALLOWAY indicated dissent. 
* Mr. CHAPLIN stated that he only 


said, “unless his hon. friend was much 
maligned.” The hon. Member had now 


confessed that he availed himself of the 


opportunity of prolonging the discussion of 
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the first Bill in order to defeat the second. could not imagine a greater disappoint- 


He earnestly appealed to the House to 
assist him in the endeavour he should 
make to preserve the little which remained 
of the rights and privileges of private 
Members. If the Rules were passed in 
their present shape, no Bill in the 
hands of a private Member, if opposed, 
however good, and however large the 
majority by which it was supported, 


would ever have the slightest chance 
after its Second Reading of passing 


into law in future. He admitted that 
some private Members’ Bills were objec- 
tionable, but on the other hand it could 
not be denied that many most excellent 
measures which had been introduced by 
private Members had passed into law, 
ant among them had been measures 
dealing with agricultural questions, in 
which he had always taken, and would 
continue to take, a special interest, in spite 
of all opposition on the part of the 
Government or anybody else. Some 
people would say that the Government 
might be left to deal with agricultural 
questions, but how many measures of 
substantial importance and advantage to 
the agricultural interests had been intro- 
duced and earried by any Government 
during the last thirty years? He 
declared that, with the exception of the 
Agricultural Rating Bill, for which he 
was himself responsible—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These references 
to the course of legislation for the agri- 
cultural class are somewhat out of order 
on this Amendment. 


* Mr. CHAPLIN said he simply made 
that statement in illustration of a previous 
assertion. It was difficult to call to mind 
any measure substantially affecting those 


interests which had been introduced by | 


(tovernments on eitherside for many years, 
and, therefore, the representatives of agri- 
culturists had to look to private Members. 
Several of them had led him to under- 
stand that had they been aware of what 
was going on on Tuesday night last, and 
of the wav in which their interests had 
been affected, they would have given a 
very different vote than they had given 
that day. Now, this was the last 
opportunity they would have of pre- 
serving any of the rights of private 


Members to make further progress with | 


their Bills. Uf they neglected it, he 


ment than would be felt by agriculturists 
throughout the country when they 
knew that, in consequence of the passing 
of this new Rule, there would be an end 
to all possibility of passing measures in 
which they were interested. Those Re- 
gulations proposed by his right hon. 
friend were really calculated to stifle 
discussion. If the new Rules would 
stop obstruction and improve the posi- 
tion of the House in the eyes of the 
country, he, for one, would make great 
sacrifices to see them carried; but 
he was not prepared to make  sacri- 
fices for the new Regulations, which 
avowedly would not stop obstruction. 
While on this point, he must say that on 
the rights of private members there 
appeared to him to have been a great 
change in the minds of members of 
the Cabinet within the last few months. 


There were some striking contrasts 
between the speeches of different 
Ministers. He would not repeat the 


quotations he had made once before, 


although no mention of them had 
appeared in any Reports. But the 


public were ignorant of the fact that 
those new Rules were not brought 
forward for the purpose of stopping 
obstruction. That was stated by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, although 
it was in direct contradiction to a 
speech made by his right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State tor the Colonies, 
He wished, however, to refer to a state- 
ment made by another Minister which 
bore directly on the question of the 
rights and privileges of private Members, 
The President of the Local Government 
Board, speaking on the 17th October on 
the question of procedure, made this state- 
ment— 


“The present Rules do not in any wiy stop 
obstruction or unnecessary speech-makine. 
It was the duty of the Government so to deal 
with the Rules as to put an end to the present 
disgraceful state of things and the waste of 
the time of the House. The object also of the 
Government would be to strengthen and 
improve the position of private Members.” 


Strengthen and improve the position of 
private Members! How and in what 
way was that to be done? That process 
was to be carried out in four different 
ways—first, by taking away the private 
Members’ ‘Tuesdays after Easter; 
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second, by taking away private Mem- 
bers’ Wednesdays after 
third, by taking Friday mornings 
after Whitsuntide with the exception of 
two; and fourth, by relegating, so far as 
he could understand from what he had 
heard, private Bill legislation to the Fri- 
days which private Members would have 


at their disposal, and this is how it is | 


proposed to strengthen and improve 
the position of private Members! That 
might be right, or it might be wrong. 
He held his opinion, and the Government 
were entitled to hold theirs; but as far 
as the position of private Members was 
concerned, the effect of the new Rules 
would be to deliberately reduce private 
Members to the position of mere ciphers, 
and nothing else. In his opinion, it 
would have been more honest on the part 
of the Government, and far more merciful 
to private Members, if the Government 
were to put private Members out of their 
misery at once. The right hon. 
Gentleman should make another addition 
to these Rules, providing that no private 
Members should be allowed to introduce 
a Bill or make a Motion of any deserip- 
tion. That was the position to which 
private Members were rapidly approach- 
ing, and when the public realised what 
the House of Commons was doing— 
when the great interests of the country, 
which would be affected by these Rules, 
and especially the agricultural interests, 
which would be more seriously affected 
than any other—when they realised 
what would be the effect of these pro- 
pos Is of His Majesty's Government, he, 
for one. should not envy the reception 
the Government were | kely to meet with 
at their hands when next they appealed 
to the country. 


*(10.8.) Mr. BLAKE said that the 
Leader of the House must see that when 
he alleged that the Amendment was 
practically not a debatable matter, and 
that the House should at once proceed to 
a division, the statement was a litt e too 
broad. The appeal of the right hon. 
Gentleman had been followed by two 
very remarkable deliverances from 
opposite quarters—first, that of the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, who had demolished 
the right hon. Gentleman’s facts, and 


Mr, Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 


Whitsuntide ; | 


Rules. 1524 
pointed out that the practice of appro- 
priating private Members’ time by the 
Government was not so old and venerable 
as the First Lord of the Treasury alleged. 
Up to the time the right hon. Gentle- 
man began to lead the House, with an 
overwhelming majority, it seemed that, 
with only one exception, six Wednesdays 
were allowed to private Members after 
Whitsuntide, and that his own evil 
practice for the last few years, which 
had been allowed by a weak Opposition, 
was the only consecration of the plan 
which the right hon. Gentleman now 
proposed to the House, to abandon 
once for all these private Members’ 
rights. The speech of the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for che 
Forest of Dean was followed by one 
from a right hon. Gentleman who had 
had a vast and varied experience of the 
House, and who had looked, all his life 
through, at political affairs from a dia- 
metrically opposite point of view from that 
of the right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean. The right hon. Member for Slea- 
ford had had the very great advantage of 
looking, in this mature political period of 
his life, at the working of political affairs 
both from the inside and the outside of the 
Cabinet. He now occupied the freedom 
and independence of the position of a 
private Member, and the House generally 
rejoiced to witness the ardour and zeal that 
night displayed by the right hon.Gentleman 
for the rights of private Members. After 
two such weighty judgments delivered 
by the two previous speakers, it must be 
plain to the Government that there must be 
something serious in the Amendment. He 
thought there was a great deal in it, 
and that it was utterly repugnant to 
the duty of the House to part, as a 
House, with its power over so large 
a proportion of its time as the First 
Lord of the Treasury proposed by this 
new Rule. He believed that the 
present system had considerable advan- 
tages. He averred that it was an admir- 
able security that the Government should 
have to apply to the House to take private 
Members’ time. That kept theGovernment 
to their work, because, first of all, they 
had to satisfy the House that their pro- 
posal was necessary, and next, they had 
to undergo criticism as to why it was 
necessary. It was no small circumstance 
that it gave to the House an opportunity, 


‘not merely of a review of the way in 
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which the Government had conducted | consider the danger they were exposing 


their business, but also of the condition | 


of the business in the hands of private 
Members. 


country an opportunity of considering 


of the Motion proposed by the Govern- 
ment. The hon. Member for Man- 
chester, who opposed the Amendment, 
said that the Government would be just 


as ready to star Bills after this as before. | 


Nothing of the sort. The Government 
were much more likely to do the op- 
posite, for their timidity was excessive. 
That was a case in which it was not the 


in t | Amendment. 
It likewise afforded to the | 


themselves to if they did not support the 
What would happen? 
The facility to absent themselves from 


; Thursday night to Monday afternoon 
what would result from the carrying out | ; 


would be goneinevitably. By their own 
act they would lose the week-end for 


| the remainder of the session, because 


tyranny of a majority over a minority; | 


it was not even the tyranny of a 
respectable minority overbearing the 
majority. It was the tyranny exer- 
cised over the whole House by one or 
two cranks or faddists 
gift of the gab, and who would thus be 
able at that stage of the session to 
persuade the Government that a mea- 
sure was controversial, and the Govern- 


cluding the 


who had the) 


ment would then say that in face of | 


the opposition of C or D, although 
they would be glad if the measure 
were passed, they could not star it. 
The reason was that there was a frantic 
apprehension of the loss of an hour or 
two at that peri.d of the session. That 
was the difficulty. Private Members 
ought, however, to preserve the leverage 
they now had, so as to overcome that 
craven apprehension, which would pre- 
vent their measures getting starred at all. 
If private Members lost their leverage, 
their measures would not be starred. 
The House was largely divided into two 
sections with reference to the general 
features of the new Rules. They had 
been discussing a good deal the week- 
end feature, and many hon. Members— 
those whom he would call the work- 
ing Members—were very anxious that 
the present meagre facilities in the 
hends of official Members should 
not be diminished further. They 
had been most seriously diminished 
already by the change from Wednesday 
to Friday, but they wanted even the in- 
ferior day leit to them until good cause 
was shown why they should be deprived 
of it. That was one side of the question. 
He would appeal to the other side, to the 
hon. Members whom his hon. friend the 


Member for South Donegal called the | 
He would ask them to) 


week-enders. 
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' Members could 


once Government business came on, 
public duty, Party fealty, and the lash 
of the Whips would oblige them to 
attend. Therefore, alike from the 
point of view of those who were 
not afraid of such slow progress as 
legislation in the hands of unofficial 
make, and from the 
point of view of the convenience ot 
other hon. Members themselves, in- 
inestimable convenience 
of being absent, he thought the Motion 
ought to be accepted. 


(10.18.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
suid that he supported the Govern- 
ment generally with reference to their 


proposals, but he felt they had now 


reached a point at which it was 
necessary for anyone who believed in 
the advantage of private Members’ 
legislation to make a protest, if they 
desired to see any private Member's 
Bill which might meet with a certain 
amount of opposition passed. It was 
practically fatal to give only two Fridays 
after Whitsuntide for that purpose. It 
would be impossible for a Bill to which 
there was any opposition to get through 
all its stages in two days. They might 
have a Bill which had passed its Second 
Reading by a majority of two-thirds or 
even more. It would then be considered 
upstairs without much trouble to the 
Government, but with a great deal of 
trouble to the private Members inter- 
ested init; it would then come back to 
the House and be treated in the well- 
known manner. First there would be 
a long debate on the Motion that the 
Bill be now considered. Then a number 
of Amendments would be moved by 
hon. Members who perhaps had a rooted 
objection to the measure, and a single 
Bill might occupy the entire of the two 
Fridays. When private Members were 
asked at the beginning of the session 
to ballot for fifty or a hundred Bills with 
only the chance of a single Bill getting 
through it was merely reducing private 


3 L. 
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Members’ legislation to a farce. The | door after door to usefulness had been 


First Lord of the Treasury might think | 
| hoped his right hon. friend would at the 


it improper that a Bill of first rate im- 
portance in the hands of a_ private 
member should have the closure applied 
to it at the end of four or five hours 
discussion. but the great majority of 
private Members’ Bills were not of that 
description, and might be disposed of 
after three or four hours discussion. 
He attached considerable importance to 
private Members’ legislation the 
ground that there was a class of subjects 
not merely or principally agricultural 
subjects which were more likely to pass 
in the hands of a private Member than 
in the hands of the Government. He 
meant social measures of various kinds, 
temperance and measures 
affecting the sex which was not repre- 
sented in the House, and to whose 
interests, for that reason, they ought to 
have special regard. Many measures 
affecting women had been passed in 
former days under more favourable cir 
cumstances by private Members who 
were not likely to have been taken up by 
anv Government. Governments are not 
formed to introduce measures of that 
description, and rule Ministers 
differed widely regarding them. It 
legislation on these subjects was to be 
passed in future a door should be leit 
open to private Members. Were private 
Members to have the chance of legislat- 
ing at all? [An Hon. Member: No.|] 
That was the opinion apparently of 
certain hon. Members in this House ; 
but were they to have a Rule laid down 
that in future should 
be passed by a private Me mober, They all 
knew that a private Member had no 
opportunity after midnight. There was 
in the Gor rent scheme 
to make it possible to #dvance a private 
Members’ measure after twelve o'clocl 
although it might be opposed by only one 
Member. That, be thought, was a grave 
omission. fe believed that private 
Members should not be discouraged from 
legislation. If 


] 


make 


on 


measures, 


as a 


no measure 


erni 


no proposal In 


Oo CLOCK, 


passing they were, men 
useful 
in that respeet would not remain in the 
House. He had been in the House for 
seventeen and he could 
from his own experience, that life on the 
back Benches was becoming more and 


who wished to themselves 


years, vous h, 


more uninteresting to private Members. 
One of the chief reasons of that was that 
Mr. Hi urylobhous: # 


shut against the private Member. He 
eleventh hour make some concession. If 
not, private Members might give up once 
for all all hope of being able to pass 
effective legislation, because the proposal 
before the House, if carried, would make 
anything of the kind practically impos- 
sible. 


(10.27.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) said he was sure that the 
First Lord of the Treasury must have 
been impressed by the very weighty 
speeches which had been addressed to 
him by his own supporters, who could 
not in any way be said to be engaged in 
obstructing the business of the House. 
The hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down was one of the most experienced 
Members in the House. He did not 
frequently intervene in debate, but he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman in tones 
of calm consideration to reconsider his 
proposal. He hoped sincerely that that 
appeal would not fall on deaf ears. They 
had now an opportunity of making their 
last protest. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that private Members 
were in the House merely to fulfil the 
behests of the Government; that they 
had only to support or oppose legislation, 
and ought not to have any opportunits 
of initiating legislation themselves. He 
protested most strongly against the idea 
that Members were in the 
House of Commons merely to obey the 
twenty wise and eminent Gentlemen on 
the Treasury Bench. He did under- 
stand why hon. Members opposite should 
wish to deprive private Members of theii 
rights. Many of them had told him that 
if the House of Commons were shut up 
for ten years it would be very much to 
the benefit of the country. Why then 
did they not vote for the Amendment 


650 hon. 


not 


so that the Government should not have 
so much time to pass legislation which 
they thought was pernicious for thi 
country. He maintained that the House 
was in a much better position to decide 
on private mobers’ Gills than on 


Te 
Government Bills. On Government bills 
it was practically a question of confidence 
as to whether a particular Amendment 
should be accepted or objected ; but 
on private Members’ Bills, Members did 
not vote on political grounds, but on the 


merits of the question. That appeared 
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to him to be a reason why private | 
Members should be allowed to conduct 
legislation with some chance of success. | 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated 
there was no selection with regard to 
private Members’ Bills. That was 
but it was one of the defects of the 
present Rules that no improvement was 
made in that respect. The Rules, cast- 
iron as they were, would undoubtedly 
encourage obstruction. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South-West Manchester had 
admitted opposing a Bill, not because he 
objected to the merits of that particular 
proposal, but in order to obstruct a 
Bill standing next on the Paper. 


SO, 


Mr. GALLOWAY said the hon. 
Member was entirely misrepresenting 
him. He challenged the statement that 
he opposed the Bill at all. 


Mr. LAMBERT said in that case the 
hon. Member was a_ better Parlia- 
mentarian than he had given him credit 
for. Then he remembered an occasion 
on which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Thanet came down to 
the House, and appeared to be intensely 
interested in the Verminous Persons 
Bill. The discussion on that measure 
weupied about three hours on a Wed- 
nesday afternoon. But no interest was 
really taken inthat measure; the debate 
was carried on merely for the purpose 
of obstructing the Bill next on the 
Paper. It was not consistent with the 
dignity of the House that Bills should 
be hung up year after year. Certain 
measures—such as the Deceased Wite’s 
Sister Bill—came up for discussion in 
session after session, but the majority 
of the House had no chance of placing 
the proposals on the Statute-book, 
merely because the Government were 
divided on the matter. In the interests 
of the dignity and credit of the House, 
he appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to allow such Bills to be pronounced | 
upon decisively, instead of being kept 
back year after year by the purely 
obstructive tactics of loitering in the 
lobbies, and delivering speeches having 
no practical bearing on the question at 
issue. Moreover, as had been stated, 
by this Rule the work of the Standing | 
Committees would be turned into a| 
mere farce, so far as private Members’ | 


1e 
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Bills were concerned. He therefore 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
reconsider his position, and give some 
elasticity to the proposal, so that the 
private Member should not become a 
mere nonentity in the House. 


(10.34.) Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.) desired to support the proposal of the 
Government, and to protest against the 
attack made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Sleaford division. — It 
seemed that the House was to be asked 
to stop all its deliberations because of 
certain grievances connected with agri- 
culture which were alleged to have ap- 
peared on the scene since the right hon. 
Gentleman left the Treasury Bench. If 
there were any agricultural grievances 
unredressed, it was the fault of the right 
hon. Gentleman himself, who, for so many 
years, while in the Government, had agri- 
culture under his charge. The Govern- 
ment had already done as much as they 
ought to do for distressed agriculture. 
[*'Too much.”] Perhaps they had done 
too much. Certainly, asa borough Mem- 
her, he thought they had done a great 
deal, and they had not been unmindful of 
the right hon. Gentleman ; amongst dis- 


tressed agriculturists he had not been 


forgotten. A large number of Members 
representing urban constituencies were 


not likely to oppose the Government 
because of the fear that the claims of 
agriculture would not in future be able 
to monopolise Friday afternoons. He 
should certainly support the Government 
in curtailing, if necessary, the mights 
given to private Members at an advanced 
stage of the session. The statement of 
the hon. Member with regard to the 
work of Standing Committees was at 
variance with his experience. He had 
always found that when a Bill had passed 
through a Standing Committee there was 
very little difficulty in getting it through 
the remaining stages before the close of 
the session. As to the Verminous 
Persons Bill, the Gentleman who led the 
Opposition on that historic occasion was 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire. It was therefore unfair to suggest 
that the opposition came from the Unionist 
side of the House. It had also been said 
that there were Members on that side 
who believed too much legislation was 
passed. Some of His Majesty’s Judges 
were certainly of that opinion. Over and 
over again he had heard a judge say 
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that if Parliament would pass fewer 
measures and allow them time to study 
the statutes already on the book, the 
judges would be able to administer the 
law with greater satisfaction to the liege 
subjects of the Crown. He could not 
understand the remarks of the hon. 
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most persevering attempts on the part of 


| Members to carry Bills which had com- 


| great majority of the House. 


Member who spoke of the miserable | 


position of those Members who sat on 
the back Benches. That was a position 
which all who sat on those Benches felt. 
But they could not all sit on the Treasury 
Bench. A selection must be made either 
by family or by merit—principally, he 
believed, by merit. To base an appeal 
on the ground that Members on the back 
Benches found the proceedings very dull 
did not give it much weight. There 


were many other attractions in the 
House than sittings in the House 
itself. If Members found the House 


dull they could go to the library and 
other places, and there find greater in- 
formation than could be obtained from 
many speeches. If the House were 
really in earnest in the desire to reform 
its procedure, it ought to support the 
Government in this matter. 


(10.40.) Sir =H. CAMPBELL-BAN- 
NERMAN said they had had a long 
discussion, turning mainly on the merits 
or demerits of private Members’ legisla- 
tion, and on the question of whether it 


manded the assent and sympathy of the 
He did 
not take controversial measures, Bills 
which excited strong feeling on one side 
or the other; he took the measures 
which, in the opinion of the great 


majority of the House, were undoubtedly 


was in the interests of the House and of | 


the country that private Members’ Bills 
should be encouraged or discouraged. 
On that point he entertained no very 
strong view. He had never been a parti- 
san of the extreme rights sometimes 
urged by private Members, but, at the 
same time, the House should not forget 
the large number not only of useful, but 
of really memorable and conspicuous 
measures that had been passed within 
the last twenty or thirty years by Mem- 
bers of Parliament having no official 
position, sometimes even in the teeth of 
the opposition, or, at all events, notwith- 
standing the tacit opposition of the 
Government of the day. But the 


—Whether, if the proposals of the 


| to. 


Government as they stood were accepted, | 


it was any use going on with the form 
of enabling private Members to intro- 
duce Bills at all. They had all seen of 


late years the lamentable results of the 


Mr. Richards. 


calculated to do good, and which yet. 
with the best will in the world, it was 
quite impossible for the House, under 
existing Rules, to carry through the 
necessary stages. If they were to con- 
fine private Members to the limited 
opportunities, it was proposed to give 
to them under this Rule, he thought 
they had almost reduced to a farce the 
whole process of private Members’ legis- 
lation. On that ground he should sup- 
port the Amendment of his hon. friend. 

The Leader of the House and others 
had spoken as if this was some wonder- 
ful concession which was to be made to 
private Members, and which would pass 
beyond the power of the House once it 
was conceded. But that was not the 
proposal {at all. All that was done in 
this Amendment was to reserve to the 
House the power of determining, on 
each occasion that the Government 
required more time than they had at 
the earlier part of the session, how 
much time should be allowed to 
private Members for their Bills. That 
went to the root of the question. It 
seemed to him that they were conduct- 
ing a controversy which went very 
much deeper than this question of 
private Members’ Bills. The contro- 
versy between the advocates and the 
critics of the Government proposal was 
who was to be the master of the House 
of Commons. Was it to be the House 
itselt, or was itto be the Executive 
Government? That was what it came 
The right hon. Gentleman said he 
was merely proposing an arrangement 
which had existed in past years. Yes. 
but it had existed with the connivance, 


'and on the express authority, and by 


question before them really came to this the will of the House of Commons itself. 


The whole point lay in that. If they 
accepted the proposal of the Government 
as it now stood they would part with 
the control in this matter, and they 
would hand themselves over to the 
right hon. Gentleman and his successors 
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without any power or expressing a voice 
in the matter. There was a_ great 
difference. Suppose a Member of the 
House was in a position of parental 
authority, with a son of an age when 
he ought to have a certain amount of 
liberty. He might give that son a 
latehkey for some special occasion when 
he could give good reason for requiring 
it, or he might give the son a latchkey 
and let him do as he liked with it. 
The proposal of the Government was 
to give them the latchkey of the time 
of the House, to give them the control 
of all the time after Whitsuntide. He 
preferred very much the old-fashioned 
way that the Government should come 
forward and make their claim. No 
Government had ever found the House 
of Commons unreasonable in that 
matter, and they generally had got 
what they had asked for. They had 
often had to accept what they had 
asked for on terms, but that maintained 
the control of the House of Commons 
over its own time and the disposal of 
that time, and that, he thought, was 
the principle they ought to assert. 


(10.48.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said 
this debate had produced the usual one 
defender of the Government, and, as 
usual, the one defender came from the 
Inns of Court—the little legal ewe 
lamb which lay in the bosom of the 
Government, but did not as yet drink 
from its cup. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman was pleased to endeavour 
to make sport of the speech of his 


right hon. friend the Member for 
the Sleaford Division. [No.”] In so 
doing the hon. Gentleman did not 


show a proper appreciation of speeches. 
He had rarely heard so good a speech. 
In point of argument, of order, of 
delivery, and of feeling, it ought to 
have convinced every Member of the 
House in favour of voting, as he 
intended to vote, for the Amendment, 
and which, if it did not convince the 
Government, might have given them | 
cause to ask themselves whether they 
did not regret the absence of the right | 
hon. Gentleman from the Front Bench, | 
and that he did not occupy some such | 
post as that of President of the Board | 
of Trade in the present Administration. | 
The First Lord of the Treasury always | 
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told the House that these Rules were 
an attempt on the part of the Govern- 
ment to crystallise, as it were, the real 
practice of the House ; and he pointed 
out with perfect truth that the practice 
of the House had so far departed from 
the Standing Orders that the Standing 
Orders had become a mockery and a 
delusion. But these Rules did not stereo- 
type the practice of the House; what 
was contained in the Rules had never 
been the practice of the House. It was 
an entirely new proposal. It was a 
proposal unknown in the history of 
the House that all days after Whitsuntide 
should be taken by the Government in 
advance without any case being made, 
without any appeal, without leave of the 
House. That was where the right hon. 
Gentleman's analogy failed. It was true 
that every Government had taken the 
days after Whitsuntide, but they had 
always come to the House and asked for 
permission. [An Hon. MemBer : Itis not 
true at all.| He was assuming for the 
purpose of the argunient that every 
statement that came from the Front 
Bench was true. [‘ Divide.”| These 
cries of “ Divide” came from the hon. 
Members who wished to attend the 
House three days a week, from men like 
the noble Lord the Member for the 
Chorley Division, who were bored with 
the House and wished to escape trom it. 
|Cries of ‘Order.”] He could well 
understand that these hon. Members 
were prepared to follow the Government. 
[ Renewed cries of “Order”| When the 
First Lord of the Treasury stated that 
every Government had always taken 
Wednesdays after Whitsuntide, the right 
hon. Gentleman stated what he (the hon. 
Member) believed to be true—for the 
purpose of his argument. But it was 
also true that the Government up to 
this time had always been compelled to 
come specially to the House and ask for 
permission, and to show a good case for 
taking those days. This fact took the 


_comparison out of the category of the 
| proposed Rules, which said that nothing 


of the kind should be done ; and there- 
fore, when the right hon. Gentleman 
used the analogy of the previous practice 
of the House, it was of no use to him in 
the discussion. When the hon. Member 
for Manchester said that no good result 
arose from the discussions which took 
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place on these occasions, all he could 
say was that some of the best speeches 
he had heard in the House were then 
delivered. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man said that, while it was a proper 
subject of debate whether or not all 
Fridays after Whitsuntide should be 
taken by the Government, the proper 
Amendment on which to debate the 
point was one lower down on the Paper, 
in which fewer Wednesdays were pro- 
posed to be taken. But the right hon. 
Gentleman did not hold out any hope of a 
modification, and therefore there was no 
reason why the discussion should be 
held over. The Rules throughout, and 
especially thisparticular Rule,amountedto 
this: “We, the Government, know every- 
thing: nobody else knows anything. 
We are entitled to initiate everything 
that is initiatedin the House; nobody 
else is entitled to initiate any Motion, 
Bill, or anything else. If we cannot 
pass a Bill, nobody else shall.” This 
question had been raised as affecting the 
rights of private Members. But it was 
more than that. Those who were resisting 
the Rules were not fighting for the 
rights of private Members, nor for the 


fortunes of private Members’ Bills. 
I 

They were fighting for the very 

existence of the House. [{“No.”] That, 

and no less, was involved in the 


Rules, and what they had to decide 
upon was whether all intiative was 
be taken from everyone except 
those in receipt of a public salary. Ili he 
did not feel so strongly as he did that 
the existence of the House was involved 
in the passage of these Rules, he should 
not have taken the active part he had 
taken, and which he should take to the 
end, in opposing them. He was fighting 
the battle of the unofficial Members of 
Parliament, who were the true repre- 
sentatives of the Commons of England ; 
he was fighting the battle of the House 
—[{**Oh, oh!”’|—not of a family or of 
sacerdotal cliques; and for the sake of 
the future of the House he would support 
the Amendment. 


+ 
Lo 


(10.59.) Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR 
said that up to the present they 
had had just one speech of any 


importance in favour of the proposal of 
the Government, and that was the speech 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. It 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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appeared to him that anything that 
strangled private legislation was welconied 
by the hon. Member for Manchester. 
With the exception of the perfunctory 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
all the speeches on this Amendment had 
been in opposition to the Government. 
This discussion would never have occu- 
pied such a length of time if the House 
had not thought that there was a very 
important issue underlying the Amend- 
ment. He wished to traverse the facts of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, who had 
made the statement that he was now 
only putting into the form of a Standing 
Order the time-honoured and invariable 
practice of the House. That statement 
was not true. tor the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean had 
pledged himself to the fact that up to 
the year 1885 it was quite common for 
four, five. or six Wednesdays to be given 
to private Members after Whitsuntide. 
Therefore it was rather cool for the right 
hon. put forward this 
proposal as the time-honoured practice 
the House. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was not at all justified in saying 
that this had been the practice of the 
House, but even if that statement was 
well founded, it did not justify this Rule, 
for it ignored the fundamental issue that 
the House always did this of its ow: 
motion and not on the initiative of the 
Government. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said that the more opportune 
time to discuss this point would be later 
on, but it would be a fundamental error 
to substitute two, three, four, or even six 
Fridays ior the present Rule, which 
placed the whole question at the disposal 
of the House. He regarded elasticity as 
the fundamental basis of such a Rule, but 
this proposal would paralyse efficiercy. 
The point was that when the House 
gave up the days of private Members to 
the Government, it gave them up of its 
own motion and not on compulsion. 
The Rule as it stood would be the death- 
knell of all private Members’ legislation. 
The amendmentsin the Married Women’s 
Property Law were passed, not on the 
initiative of any Government, but on 
that of private Members. When a private 
Member's Bill had passed the Second 
Reading by an overwhelming majority 
of the House, and had gone through the 
Committee stage, one day after Whitsun- 
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tide was sufficient for the discussion of 
that Bill on the report stage. A measure 
might have nearly the whole of the 
Members of the House, in its favour, and 
vet be killed by a small and unscrupulous 
minority. The Government only gave 
two days, but if they gave a certain 
detinite length of time within which the 
lite or death of a Bill was confined, they 
at once gave an irresistible temptation 
and an omnipotent power to the smallest 
sxetion of opponents or obstructionists to 
jestroy a measure. Some hon. Members 
jad suggested three days instead of two, 
but he preferred one day, provided that 
the power was left to the House to give 
another day if it so pleased. Supposing 
a Bill like the Midwives Bill came 
before the House. Jf a small number of 
hon. Members were determined to kill 
the Bill, what would they do? Under 
the proposal of the Government they 
would have only two days, but that would 
mable a small number of opponents to 
eeupy all the time that was left. It 
mly needed four or five hours of Parlia- 
mentary time to be consumed in order to 
destroy a Bill. Private Bills supported 
by an overwhelming majority had quite 
w much right to protection as Govern- 
ment measures, but how were they going 
to pretect such private Bills with only 
ne day ? 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old 
am): But i 
them in one day ? 


how are you going to discuss 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR said that as a 
ie private Bills which came up after 
Whitsuntide had gone through the First 
wd Second Reading 
nd Committee, and only the Report 


and through the 





stage was left. If Bill had stood 
that test, he thought that was a very 
strong reason why it should be accepted 


t 


by the House, and one sitting ought to 
he quite sufficient to deal with the Report 
t Under the proposed Rule, the 
wmallest minority of hon. Members, with 

F a. Gentle 
lle sitting on the opposite side of the 
H use, would be sutlicient to prevent such 
The only 
way to proteet a private Bill was to let 
those who were opposing and obstructing 
it know that the House still had the right 
to defeat their obstruction by giving it 





the obstructive resources of 


measure passing into law. 





amother day. If it was known that only 
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four or five hours debate would be suffi- 
cient to destroy a Bill, then it would be 
within the power of three or four hon. 
Members to destroy it. On the other 
hand, if the House retained the right of 
saving that it was determined that the 
will of the overwhelming majority of 
hon. Members should be respected, they 
would be able to deal with the small 
and unscrupulous Parliamentary minority, 
which would be rendered impotent for de- 
stroying the Bill. 


(11.15.) Sir J. FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said that the hon Member 
opposite had stated his argument with 
reason and moderation. He wished he 
could say that all the speeches made 
in support of the present Amendment 
had been of exactly the same character, 
His hon. friend who sat below had, 
not tor the first or second time, thought 
it his duty to find fault with the pro- 
posals of the Government, and 
popular and respected a Member of the 


50 


House as his right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford had, on many 


occasions, and particularly in regard to 
these Resolutions, given the impression 
that he thought everything the Govern- 
ment did, now that he had left it, was 
not deserving of support. 


*Mr. CHAPLIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly state a single instance, 
with the exception ot these Resolutions, 
which I have always maintained to be 
of a non-party character, in which he 
has found me opposing the Govern- 
ment? [‘ Hear, hear,” and cries of 


“ Withdraw.’ 

Sir J. FERGUSSON said his impres- 
sion certainly was that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been a severe critic of 
but if he had 
was very sorry. 


the Government ; over- 
stated the case he He 
thought they should look on these pro- 
posals in a broad spirit. They ought 
to recognise that there had been in- 
creasing difficulty of years in 
passing Important measures jor which 
the country was anxious, owing to thi 
length of their debates, and he thought 
the House should support the Govern- 
ment in taking such time as would 
enable them to carry their business 
through. He would not accuse any- 
one of prolonging these discussions in 


late 
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order to put off any important measures, 
but he would point out to his friends 
that that must be the result. He would 
put it to his hon. friends that they 
ought to abstain, as far as possible, from 
criticising these proposals. He was sure 
that the desire of his hon. friends was 
that the Government should get on with 
their work, and carry it through with 
success. 


(11.20.) Mr. BROADHURST said that 
it was rather unusual forso many weighty 
appeals to be made to the Government 
without eliciting a reply. Those appeals 
were entitled to greater consideration 
than they had received from the Treasury 
Bench up to the present moment. They 
were fighting a very serious matter. 
They were fighting for the free ex- 
pression of the voice of the people in 
this House. The hon. and learned 
Member for East Finsbury had attempted 
to reduce this great and important 
matter to the level of circus fun. That 
was bringing the House of Commons 
into disgrace and disrepute. He 
sincerely regretted that a man of 
his learning and position should have 
attempted to lower their debates and to 
bring discredit on the House, as he did 
by the speech he made. Why this attack 
upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford ? Simply because 
he was using the knowledge he had 
acquired during nearly forty years ex- 
perience of public life for the interest of 
the country and for the benefit of 
private Members. That was sufficient 
to bring down on his head the blind 
followers of the Government who were 
passing these Resolutions. He could 
enumerate many great measures that 


nefited tl try which had | 
had benefite > Seeeae nag | vote for the Amendment. 


sprung from the action taken by private 
Members. He instanced the Redistribu- 
tion Bill of 1884, and there were others 
which, owing to the industry of 
private Members, had given the people 
the liberties they now enjoyed. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North-East Manchester had spoken of 
the important Government measures for 
the passing of which the country was 
waiting. What had been the experience 
of the country during the last eight or 
ten years of the Tory Government ? 
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were measures paying off election debt~ 
measures for class interests to please 
their supporters in the country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The political merits 
of Government measures have nothing 
to do with the question before the 
House. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he should 
not have been reduced into discussing 
this phase of the question had it not 
been for the references made by several 
speakers on the other side to the great 
importance of, and the universal desire 
for, the measures the Government were 
now wishing to pass. He could under. 
stand that the Leader of the House got 
thoroughly tired and irritated by the 
debates on the new Rules, but there 
were hon. Gentlemen to his right and 
left who could reply to the Leader of the 
Opposition, and others who had appealed 
to him to give consideration to the 
rights of private Members. Including 
the time Members were occupied on 
Grand Committees, their Parliamentary 
work sometimes involved sittings of four- 
teen and sixteen hours a day. Were these 
efforts of physical endurance to be utterly 
thrown away in future through the 
curtailment of the opportunities tor pass- 


‘ing the Bills which they had discussed ! 


If that were to be the case, the Govern- 
ment could tell at the beginning of a 
session how many days the Grand 
Committees on Law and Trade were to 
be utterly futile and useless to the 
country. He trusted the Government 


| would listen to the universal appeal from 


both sides of the House, and give some 
hope of a rescue from the utter ruin of 
private Members’ time which would 
ensue if the Rule was _ passed in 
its present form. He should certainly 


(11.31.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) said that he did 
not think any apology was necessary fora 
private Member prolonging the debate for 
a few minutes, because if they did not 
enter their protest now, they might for 
ever hold their peace. He thought that 
the House was indebted to the right hon. 
Member for Sleaford, and the hon. Mem; 
ber for East Somerset, for the eloquent 
protests which they had made on behalf 
of the rights of private Members. He 


Their experience had been that they | could not agree, however, with the right 


Sir J. Fergusson. 
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hon. Member for Sleaford in his judgment | placing their claims for Parliamentary 
that if the Rule were passed the rights of | time wantonly in the hands of the Govern- 
agricultural Members would be seriously | ment. He asked the Government at the 
interfered with. Was it too much to ask | eleventh hour to reconsider this matter, 
that out of forty-eight hours of Parliamen- | and give their own supporters some loop- 
tary time per week, six should be left to| hole by. which they could escape from 


tules, 





he did 
ry fora 
ate for 
id not 
ht for 
t that 
it hon. 
Mem, 
oquent 
behalf 
s. He 


2 right 


private Members in which to press their | 
Bills and their Resolutions? In _ his | 
humble judgment, indeed, that was too 
small a time. It was all very well to say 
that those Resolutions and Bills were | 
atrocities, but they could not forget that 
debates initiated by private Members had 
had great educational results, and that 
legislation founded upon these discussions | 
had been of the utmost value. If this 
Resolution were passed in the form 
proposed by the Leader of the House, 
private Members would be useless, and 
the necessary corollary would be that 


after Whitsuntide all the Members on | 


the Government side would be able to 
vote by proxy, that those 
would be issued by the Government 


Whips, and that their attendance would | 


be unnecessary. As he looked down the’ 
Treasury Bench he saw many hon, and 
right hon. Gentlemen who had utilised 
the rights of private Members to secure 
the positions they now occupied, but who 
were now doing their best to knock away 
the ladder by which they had climbed to 
their present position. Singly and col- 
lectively, he disliked, the Rules submitted 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. He 
regarded them as wrong, useless, and 
iniquitous ; although in one sense he 
regarded them with a kind of sneaking 
feeling of favour. He believed that the 
Ministers of the Conservative Govern- 
ment were forging a weapon which they, 
on that side of the House, would use 
against them without scruple in the 
future. 
want legislation; they were quite con- | 
tent with administration. 
Liberal party which had always been 
desirous to secure far-reaching measures, 
and he looked forward to the time when | 


| course of the debate. 


The Conservative Party did not | 


It was the | 


such a disastrous position. 


(11.42.) Major JAMESON (Clare, 
W.) said he had no desire to detain the 
House, but there were a few argu- 
ments in favour of the Amendment 
which had not been put forward in the 
It had been stated 
by the hon. Member for Finsbury that 
private Members’ discussions were dull, 
but they were not so dull as a great 
many speeches delivered from the Front 
Treasury Bench. He would like to 
recall to the Members of the House the 
number of Wednesdays taken by the 


to | Government from private Members. In 
proxies | 


1890 no Wednesdays were taken until 
19th July, in 1900 till 4th July, in 
1901 till 3rd July, and in 1902 from the 
5th of May, excepttwo. The root of the 
evil was that the Government took up 
the whole time of the House, and re- 
fused devolution of Irish business to an 
Irish Party Assembly. He hoped the 
few words he had addressed to the House 
might influence hon. Members who had 
not made up their minds on Party lines, 
and he thought that if the First Lord of 
the Treasury had made some small con- 
cessions and displayed a better spirit 
he would have got more business through 
than he had. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said that the hon. Member who had just 
sat down referred to the fact that in 1890 
the time of private Members was not 
interfered with until the 17th of July. 
That was an act of grace to the credit 
of the Unionist Government of that day, 
but if the hon. Members looked at the 
figures for 1893 and 1894, when a 





they would be able to utilise this monoply | Liberal Government was in office, he 
of the time of Parliament, given by a| would find that only seven or eight 
Conservative Government, to cram down) Wednesdays were allowed to private 
their throats measures which, in their) Members. It seemed to him, whether 
judgment, were exceedingly doubtful. | the Rule was passed or not, the Govern- 
He would press upon the supporters of ment would take the time of the House 
the Government that in passing this | for their measures, irrespective of the 
Resolution they were doing themselves | wishes or desires of private Members, and 
as individuals, and as non-official Members | he for one would have no hesitation in 
of the House, a serious injustice ; jeopar-| supporting the Government on the 
dising their rights in the future, and | present occasion. 
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Sir William Walrond and 
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Wilson. Fred W. (Norfolk Mid) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh,N.) 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease and 
Mr, Henry Hobhouse. 


Debate adjourned till tomorrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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APPENDIX I. 


ESTIMATES FOR CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 1902.3. 


MEMORANDUM BY THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY. 


I.—C1IVIL SERVICES. 


1. The Estimates for Civil Services, 1902—3, amount to a net total of 26,448,145/. 
The net total of the original Estimates for 1901-2 was 23,637,620/.* Thus there is 
an increase of 2,810,525/. But provision is included in the Estimates now presented 
for a grant of 1,800,000/. in aid of the revenues of the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony, for which nothing was provided in the original Estimates of 1901-2. 
If that special service be excluded from the comparison, the increase over the previous 
total is 1,010,525/. 


2. In accordance with the usual practice, the figures of the grants for 1901-2 
shown in the following abstract and throughout the detailed Estimates, are those of 
the total grants made for the service of that year in the Session of 1901. They 
include, therefore, besides the original Estimates of the year, Supplementary 
Estimates amounting to 6,978,910/., which were voted last Session. With this 
addition the total of the grants for the present year is raised to 30,616,530/., and the 
Estimates for next year show by comparison, a decrease of 4,168,385/. In this case 
again proper comparison is disturbed by the difference in the sums required for the 
new South African Colonies. The Grant in Aid voted on a Supplementary Estimate 
in 1901-2 was 6,500,000/., while that required in 1902-3 is 1,800,000/. Excluding 
the service of those Colonies from the figures for both years, the comparison is 
between a total of 24,116,530/. voted for all other Civil Services in 1901-2, and a 
total of 24,648,145/. required for such services in 1902-3, an increase of 531,615/. 
This may be compared with an increase in 1901 of 447,1571., and in 1900 of 410,467/., 
in the amount of the original Estimates then presented over the total grants of the 
preceding Sessions. 


3. The following Table shows the charges borne in 1901-2 and 1902-3 on the 
Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments in respect of terminable 
annuities to repay sums borrowed in past years for capital expenditure. During 
1901 borrowings have been required for the purposes of the Land Registry (New 
Buildings) Act, 1900, the Railways (Ireland) Act, 1896, the Light Railways Act of 
the same year, the Uganda Railway Acts and the Telegraph Acts. The additional 
charge thrown upon 1902-3 for the annuities in respect of these borrowings amounts 
to 115,300. 


* Ineluding 7,500/. for services which were provided for on Revenue Departments Votes 
in 1901-2, but which have since been transferred to Civil Votes. 
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Borrowed from 
| National Debt Annuities provided. | 
} Commissioners. ! Years in 
ACTS. | 7 "aia Vote on which An- = | ~~~ | which the 
| To 31 To 31 nuities are borne. | Annuities 
December| December In 1901-2. | In. 1902-3, | ©*PIre- 
1900. | 1901. 

Public Offices Sites : £ € £ £ 
Westminster (59 Vict.,sess. 2, ¢..5)| 450,000 450,000) ‘Class L., Vote 8, Public) f 16,766 16,766 1948 
Whitehall (60 & 61 Vict., ¢. 27) -| 500,000 sonpees Buildings,GreatBritain| | 19,337 19,327 1946 

Land Registry New Buildings : } 

(63 & 64 Vict.,¢. 19) - - . 155,000 - Ditto - - - = 6,761 1940 

Trish Railways : | | 
(52 & 53 Vict., ¢. 66 ; 56. & 57 Vict.,| 

c. 50; 58 & 59 Viet., ¢. 20; and} 
59 & 60 Vicv., c. 34) - - -| 868.433 (1,017,433 |Class L., Vote 14, Rail-; 90,094 | 97,907 | 1902 te 1930 
ways, (Lrelandd). 

Light Railways: 

(59 & 60 Vict., ¢. 4s) : : -| _ 11.000 |ClassIL.,Vote3,Treasury, — 560 | 1931 
| ce, 

British Museum (Purchase of Land) : 

(57 & 58 Vict., ¢. 34) - - -| 200,000 200,000 Class LV.,Vote 2, British|( Vet) 733") (Net)—* 1949 
Museum. 
Uganda Railway : 
(59 & 60 Vict., c. 38; 63 & 64 Vict..| 
¢. 11) ; : : -/3,830,000 4,600,000 Class V., Vote 2, British} 215,049 261,093 1025 
Protectorates. 
Niger Company’s Purchase : | 
(62 & 63 Vict.,¢. 43) - . -| 820,000 820,000 ‘ClassV.,Vote 3, Colonial) 44,475 44,475 1928 
Services. 
Telegraphs : 
(55 & 56 Vict., c. 59 ; 59.& 60 Vict., ! 
e. 40; 61 & 62 Vict., c. 33; and 
62 & 63 Vict., c. 38) . -/2,028,500 |2,680,000 {Revenue Departments,| 173,309 227,431 | 1912 to 1916 
--—| —| Telegraphs. — -| 
5,696,933 10,433,433 559,763 674,330 
; } P cheacnacalees a 
Porrowed during 1901 - - £. 1,736,500. Net additional charge - - &. 114,567. 


The amount of the British Museum annuity is 7,733/., but this is set off by rents of property purchs-ed, which 
are estimated to yield 7,0002. in 19u1-2 and 8,0002. in 1902-3. 


The Table takes no account of the sum of 464,600/. borrowed during 1901 for 
the purposes of the Pacific Cable Act, 1901 (1 Edw. 7, ¢. 31), as the charge does not 
fall directly on the Votes but on the funds of the Cable Board, for which a Grant in 
Aid is provided in Class V., 5. 

4. The number of Votes is 105, or two more than the original number for the 
present year. The special Vote for the Gladstone Monument disappears from 
Class I. ; but an extra Vote is required next year in Class V. for the Cretan Loan ; 
and two Votes are added in Class VII., one for the Annual Repayments to the Local 
Loans Fund, which in 1901 were provided on a Supplementary Estimate, the other 
‘or the Expenses of the Coronation. 


Crass I. 

5. For Public Works and Buildings, the total requirement is 2,254,602/., or 
84,387/. more than the amount voted in 1901, which included Supplementary Grants 
of 63,100/. The total increase over the original Estimates for 1901-2 is therefore 
147,487]. For Royal Palaces and Marlborough House the provision is increased from 
59,0007. to 72,800/., which includes 10,000/. for completion of the alterations at 
Buckingham Palace and Windsor Castle. In the Estimate for Houses of Parliament 
Buildings provision is made for carrying out alterations and improvements recom- 
mended by the Select Committee on House of Commons Accommodation, at a cost of 
5,000/. The form of the Estimate for Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain, has been 
simplified by placing under single Sub-heads the corresponding services which were 
formerly provided for on different Sub-heads accordingly as they applied to the 
British Museum, the Natural History Museum, or the Buildings of the Science and 
Art Department. The amounts required for the respective institutions are still, 
however, shown separately in the details of the Sub-heads. The chief increases in 
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this class arise on the services of the Revenue Buildings and Public Buildings, Great 
britain. For Revenue Buildings, the inerease over the original Estimate of 1901-2 
is 28,500/. Provision is made for continuing the erection of the new Custom House 
at Salford, and for completing that at Southampton ; for adapting the rooms at 
Somerset House, now occupied by the Exchequer and Audit Department, for the 
accommodation of the Inland Revenue Department ; for the continuation of works 
already in progress on Postal and Telegraph Offices at West Kensington, “Norwich, 
Plymouth, Sunderland, Aberdeen, and other places, and for completing those at 
Brighton, Preston, and Swansea, while a sum of 19,000/. is allocated for commencing, 
so far as may prove possible within the year, a list of contemplated new works, which 
includes new Offices at Burnley, Burton-on-Trent, Southampton, and elsewhere, and 
anew Parcel Office for Glasgow. Public Buildings, Great Britain, show an increase 
of 43,5001. the principal items being 41,000/. in connection with the purchase of 
property adjoining the National Gallery, 4,400/. for fitting up the new Offices of the 
Exchequer and Audit Department, and a turther 13,000/. for the additional accom- 
modation required by the Ordnance Survey at Southampton. An increase of 
13,583/, for Harbours under the Board of Trade is accounted for by the provision of 
4,400/. to cover the cost of removing the Stag Rock at Holyhead, and of 10,250/. for 
Grants in Aid of Harbour Improvements at Pwllheli and Portknockie. The 
requirement for Public Works and Buildings, Ireland, is increased by 19,495/., largely 
under the head of Maintenance, for which additional expenditure is found to be 
unavoidable. The provision for New Works in this Estimate includes a further sum 
of 5,000/. for the Cork Post Office Extension, 2,500/. on account of the Government 
contribution to the re-construction of Newcastle Pier, and 9,500/. for expenses con- 
nected with the removals of departments which will take place on the acquisition of 
the site for the proposed new College of Science in Dublin. No provision appears in 
the Estimate for acquisition of the site, or for construction of the College, as it is 
proposed to invite Parliament to provide otherwise for the cost of these services. 


Crass II. 


6. Salaries and Expenses of Civil Departments are estimated at a net total of 
2,607,994/., being an increase of 20,642/. There is a reduction of 146,852/. in the 
provision for expenses in connection with the Census of 1901, for which sums 
amounting to 172,324/. were included in 1901-2 in the Estimates for the Offices of 
the three Registrars General, as against 25,472/. in 1902-3. Allowing for this 
reduction, the real increase on the other Services included in Class II. is 167,494/. 
The great bulk of this increase arises on the Vote for Stationery and Printing, which 
amounts to 770,145/., as compared with 648,037/., an increase of 122,108/. This 
«ditional provision is rendered necessary by the growth of demands from the services 
generally, but mainly by the enhanced requirements of the War Office, which in each of 
the last three years have had to he met out of Supplementary Votes. Inthe Estimate 
for the Board of Agriculture provision is now made for the Salaries of the Temporary 
Staff employed on Swine Fever business, formerly charged directly to the Cattle 
Pleuro-Pheumonia Account for Great Britain. The change involves no increase of 
net cost to the Vote, to which the expenditure will be recouped from the Account, 
but it has the effect of bringing the numbers and remuneration of the Staff more 
immediately under view. The provision for the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, Ireland, shows an increase of 17,4397, which includes a 
considerable increase in the Staff of the Dublin College of Science and in grants to 
Secondary Schools. 

Cuass IIT. 


7. The Estimates under the Head of Law and Justice amount to a total of 
3,862,773/., or 20,994/. more than in the present year. The most notable increase 
is one of 34,216/., in the requirement for English Prisons, owing to the rise in the 
number of prisoners under detention in Local Prisons, the average number of these 
prisoners being estimated for 1902-3 at 17,000, as against the original estimate 
of 15,500 for 1901-2. 

3N2 
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Crass IV. 


8. The services of Education, Science and Art are submitted at a total of 
13,034,451/., which represents an increase of 240,446/. over the original provision 
for the present year. Out of this total a sum of 9,921,862/. is required for 
the Board of Education, being an increase of 170,884/., which follows upon 
increases of 190,587/. in 1901-2, and of 279,185/. in 1900-1, the first year in which 
the former Departments of Education and of Science and Art were united in one 
Vote. The chief cause of increase is the anticipated growth in the number of 
Scholars in average attendance at Day Schools, requiring an addition of 38,7331. 
to the provision for Fee Grants and—in conjunction with an increase in the estimated 
average rate of grant—an addition of 91,484/. for Annual Grants. <A partial re- 
distribution under the Sub-heads of the Estimate is rendered necessary by the transfer 
from the Elementary to the Secondary Branch of the Board of the administration of 
the grants formerly made under the Evening Continuation School Code, 1900, that 
Code being now superseded by the Board’s Minute of the 3rd July, 1901, establishing 
Regulations for Evening Schools and Classes. The Estimate for Scientific Investi 
gation includes the final instalment of the grant of 45,000/. in aid of the expenses of 
the National Antarctic Expedition, and also the first instalment of a proposed con- 
tribution of 42,000/., to be spread over three years, towards the expenses of the 
International Scheme of Investigations in connection with the Fisheries of the North 
Sea and adjacent waters. In the Estimate for Public Education, Scotland, as in 
the Board of Education Estimate, a rearrangement of the provision is required 
owing to the fact that a Code for Continuation Classes has replaced the former 
Evening Continuation Schools Code and the Science and Art Directory as relating to 
Evening Schools. An increase of 43,831/. on this Estimate is required partly for 
increased Grants to Continuation Classes and to Training Colleges, but mainly for the 
anticipated growth of attendance in Day Schools, which, together with an increase in 
the estimated average rate of Annual Grant, entails an addition of 32,233/. under the 
heads of Annual Grants and Fee Grants. 

Cass V. 

9. Among Foreign and Colonial Services the Estimate for the African Protec- 
torates under the Foreign Office shows an increase of 185,044/. The Grant in Aid 
of the British East Africa Protectorate is increased by 151,000/., which, however, is 
partly counterbalanced by a reduction of 37,000/. in the Grant to Uganda, caused by 
the transfer of certain territories from the latter to the former Protectorate. The 
enhanced requirement for British East Africa is also in part attributable to the 
provision made to meet an anticipated deficiency on the working expenses of the 
Uganda Railway and for the purchase of Steamers for Lake Victoria. Further sums 
amounting to 770,000/., have been borrowed for the purposes of the Uganda Railway 
Acts, and an additional annuity of 46,0447. becomes chargeable to this Vote for 
repayment of those sums. A grant of 25,000/. is required for Somaliland in 1902-3 
in consequence of the military operations in that region. The Estimate for Colonial 
Services includes the proposed Grant of 1,800,000/. in aid of the Revenues of the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony, the previous Grant of 6,500,000/. having 
been taken on a separate Supplementary Vote in 1901-2. This second Grant is 
required in order to complete the provision for expenditure up to the 30th June 1902, 
the close of the financial year in the Colonies, chiefly in respect of the maintenance 
and equipment of the South African Constabulary and the deficiency on the working 
of the Railways. Hitherto the charges for outward telegrams on Foreign and 
Colonial service have been borne on the Votes for the Foreign Oftice and the Colonial 
Office respectively. The whole cost of Foreign Service Telegrams, both inward and 
outward, is now provided for in the Vote for Diplomatic and Consular Services, and 
similarly for Colonial Service Telegrams in the Vote for Colonial Services. The 
Estimate for Subsidies to Telegraph Companies is extended to include the Grant in 
Aid of the expenses of the Pacific Cable, for which purpose a sum of 120,000/. is 
required in 1902-3 ; thirteen-eighteenths of the expenditure, as defined in the Pacific 
Cable Act, 1901, will be recoverable from the Colonies concerned. A special Vote is 
added in Class V. to provide the sum of 40,000/., the British share of a loan made to 
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the Government of Crete, conjointly with France, Italy and Russia. The British 
loan, the amount of which was advanced from the Treasury Chest Fund in the 
autumn of last year, will be repaid with interest by Crete. 


Ciass VIL. 

10, This Class includes a special Vote of 100,000/. for expenses in connection 
with the Coronation of His Majesty. 

The annual Vote for repayments to the Local Loans Fund, which in recent years 
has heen presented as a Supplementary Estimate at the close of the financial year, is 
submitted as one of the original Estimates for 19C2-3, at a total of 25,141/., being the 
amount which was directed by the Public Works Loans Act, 1901, to be written off 
from the Assets of the Fund. 


Il. REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
11. The net total of the Estimates for Revenue Departments is 17,791,250/., an 
increase of 722,262/. over the adjusted total for 1901-2, which was 17,068,988/., 


including a Supplementary Grant of 40,000/. for the Customs. 


12. The Supplementary Grant for the Customs service in the present year was 
required for the additional staff rendered necessary by the imposition of new duties 
on Coal and Sugar. The same cause is mainly responsible for the further increase of 
14,200/. on the Customs Estimate for 1902-3. Changes of taxation are also in part 
accountable for the increase of 95,057/. for the Inland Revenue Department, 
which includes provision for additional staff in the Excise and Tax Surveying 
Departments, and also for increased allowances to Collectors and others in conse- 
quence of the higher rate of Income Tax. <A special charge of 20,100/. falls on the 
Vote for 1902-3 for the supply of copies of Poor Kates, «ec. for the purposes of the 
quinquennial re-assessment. 


13. For Post Office, Packet Service and Telegraphs the total net provision 
required is 14,751,9801, which compares with a total of 14,138,975/. in 1901-2, 
showing an increase on the three Services under the Postmaster General of 
613,005/. 

An important change of form has been made in the Estimates for the Post Office 
and for Telegraphs as regards the manner of bringing to account the provision for 
Services which are common to both administrations. In the Estimates of previous 
years, while the gross cost of these common services was shown in detail on the Post 
Oftice Estimate, a deduction was made, under each service, of that proportion of its 
cost which was considered to be properly chargeable to Telegraph Account ; and the 
sums thus deducted in detail from the Post Ottice Estimate were brought separately 
to charge on the Estimate for Telegraphs. The apportionments under the various 
heads of service were made in different proportions, and the calculations required for 
the purpose of allocating payments between the Votes entailed much labour and 
expense. With a view to the simplification of this procedure, a Committee was 
appointed by the Postmaster General to advise as to the adoption of a uniform pro- 
portion for the division of the common expenditure between the Postal and Telegraph 
Accounts. The conclusion arrived at by the Committee was that a fair distribution 
would be attained by charging the Telegraph Vote with 25 per cent. of the aggregate 
expenditure on common services. Effect has been given to this recommendation in 
the framing of the Estimates for 1902-3. The Post Ottice Estimate shows the gross 
provision both for services purely Postal and for services common to Post Office and 
Telegraphs. The common services are comprised in four Sub-heads amounting to 
a gross total of 9,276,620/. A sum of 2,319,155/., being 25 per cent. of that total, is 
deducted from the gross total of the Post Office Estimate, and provided for in the 
Estimate for Telegraphs. As circumstances may occur to change the relative dis- 
tribution of the common services between the two Accounts, the present basis of 
distribution is made subject to revision three years hence. 


7 February, 1902. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN 

Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column refer to the page in this 
indicates that the Bill was originated in the Lords 


VOLUME 


volume. 


cv. 


The figures in parentheses in 
“(H.L.]” fellewing title 





(A.) Hovuse or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. | Brought in by 


Bishopric of Southwark 


Lord . Lichhishop of 
[H.L. | 


Cite rh 
*Consolidated Fund (No. 1) 


County Courts (Ireland) 
[H.L. | 

Factory and Workshops Act, 
1901, Amendment [H.1.} 


Lord y {sh how) tie 


Earl of Lytton 


Musical Copyright [1.1.] Levd Monksivell 


Solicitors’ [H.1. | Lord Alverstone 


Progress. 


Read 34 and passed sth March 
(291) 


Read 14and 24and passed, Royal 
Assent 21st March (G2) 
Read 24 20th Mareh (325) 


Reported from Standing Com 
mittee 1&th Mareh (291) 
Read 3¢ 20th Mareh (520) 

Read 1° 17th Mareh (156) 


Read 3° and passed sth March 
(291) 











Progress 


(B.) House or Commons. 
‘litle of Bill. Brought in by 
Aged Pensioners Mr. Raywond-Greeis 


* Agricultural, Technical In- Jr. 
struction (Ireland) 


Wyndhaw 


*Army Annual Wr. 


Clubs Registration (Scot- Mr 


land) 


. Cameron Corbett 


*Consolidated Fund No. 1 The Chancellor of the 


Exch que r 


*Education (England and 


Mr. A.J. Balfour 
Wales) 


Secretary Brodrick 


Read 2° 19th March (44:5) 


Committee (adjourned) 20th 
March (679) 

Read 3° and passed 24th Mareh 
(966) 


Read 2° 21st March (811) 

Committee 24th March (967) 

Read 3° and passed 26th Mareli 
(1100) 

Read 1° 25th March (1030) 


Read 2’ 17th March (186) 

Committee 18th March (333) 

Read 3° and passed 20th Mareh 
(563) 

Roval Assent 21st March (682) 


Read 1° 24th March (846) 
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B. House or ComMons— continued, 


Title of Bill. Brought in by’ Progress. 
G rocers’ Certificates (Scot- | Sir James Fergusson Bill Withdrawn 21st March 
land) (728) 
» [No. 2 ~ 2 Read 1° 21st March (722) 
Infant Life Protection Act = Mr. Spear Read 1° 21st Mareh (729) 
(1897) Amendment 
Labour Bureaux (London) Mr. Lough Read 2° 17th March (287) 
*Land Purchase Acts (Ire- Mr. Wyndham Read 1° 25th March (1031) 
land) Amendment 
“Licensing Bill Mr. Seeretury Ritchie Read 2° 7th April (1138) 
Local Government Act Mr, Spear Read 1° 21st March (729) 


(1888) Amendment 


Midwives Lord Cecil Manners Reported from Standing Com- 
mittee 14th March (54) 
*New Forest (Sale of Lands Mr. Austen Chamber- Read 1° 20th March (1902) 


for Public Purposes) lain 
Plumbers’ Registration Mr. Lees Knowles Read 1° 19th March (448) 
[H.L. | 
*Post Office Sites Mr. Austen Chamberlain. Read 1° 18th March (334) 
Public Health Acts Amend- Wr. Fielden Read 1’ 20th March (680) 
ment 
Rating of Machinery Mr. Chapin Read 2° 9th April (1355) 
Registration (Scotland) Act) Mi, Cameron Corbett Read 1° 21st March (729) 


Amendment /Glasgow) 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquor, Mr. Clancy Read 1° 21st Mareh (729) 
(Licences) (Ireland) 
Shop Clubs Major Evans Govidon Read 2¢ 26th March (1103) 
Sunday Trading (Scotland) Mr. Cameron Corbett Read 1° 25th March (1030) 
Trade Disputes Sir Charles Dilke ! Read 1° 25th March (1030) 
Trade Marks | Mr. Butcher Read 1° 17th March (288) 
Trade Unions | Mr. Atherley-Jones Bill Withdrawn 17th March 
Workmen's Compensation | Mr. MeKenna hill Withdrawn 14th March 
Act (1897) Amendment (54) 
” [No. 2] Mr. Joseph Walton Read 1° 14th March (55) 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 


List OF RULEs, ORDERs, &e., which have been presented during the Session, and are 


required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


[In continuation of List in preceding Volume. | 





re Date from which Period to lie upon 
)» 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 13: March 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Jesus College, Oxford, under The Univer- 
sities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on -6th 
December 1901, amending Statute V. of the Statutes 
of that College and the Schedule relating to King 
Charles the First’s Trust [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 48, s. 50] 


Irish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of Rules made 24 March 100 sitting days 
by the Irish Land Commission as to proceedings 
under The Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1889, and 
The Purehase of Land (lreland) (No. 2) Act, 1901, 
dated the 14th March 1902 [44 and 45 Vie., e. 49., 
s. 50 (3) | 


Irish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of Rule made 24 March 100 sitting days 
by the Irish Land Commission as to Temporary 
Assistant Commissioners, dated the 14th March 1902 
(44 and 45 Vic., ¢. 49, s. 50 (3) | 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Special Exceptions from 4 April 40 days 
Provisions respecting Limewashing, &c.),—Copy of 
Order, dated 26th March 1902, made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department in pursuance 
of section 1, sub-section (4), of The Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, granting special exceptions 
from the Provisions respecting Limewashing, Xe., in 
the case of Electric Generating Works and Frame 
Dressing Rooms of Lace Factories or Lace Ware- 
houses under certain conditions [1 Edw. VII., ¢. 22, 
s. 126 (3) | 


Prisons (Ireland),—Copy of Order in Council approving 40 days 
of Rules made by the General Prisons Board for Ire- 
land for the government of Ordinary Pirsons [40 and 
41 Vic., ¢. 49, s. 57 (e) } 








